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•  The  II  -atTl*  at  Anzio  Italy  v.-as  la\:ncr.ed  at  C200  cn  22 
J--r.  .ary,  19-'-^.  ’’ Operation  Shingle”  as  it  had  ceen  coienarred,  v.as 

an  axtenpt  by  the  Allies  to  break  the  stalenate  of  the  Italian 
Catrai^n.  The  overall  success  of  this  battle  is  questionable. 

He. 'ever,  to  .;udge  it  fairly  one  rust  begin  v/ith  a  clear  under¬ 
standing  of  the  strategic  setting  in  v/hich  the  battle  took  place. 

« 

A  look  into  both  the  Gerr.anis'  and  Allies'  strategy  v.'ill  a.ssist 
in  setting  the  stage. 

During  19^3i  Hitler  had  been  put  on  the  defensive,  "fighting 
for  every  inch".  In  I'.ay  of  19^3  North  Africa  had  been  lost. 

The  Gerr.an  Army  vas  suffering  a  similar  defeat  in  the  East. 
Reserves  were  available  only  as  troops  could  be  shifted  from 
one  theater  to  another.  V/hile  Hitler  anticipated  the  defection 
of  the  Italian  government,  he  had  no  intention  of  giving  ground 
that  could  possibly  be  defended.^  At  the  time,  his  only  troops 
in  Italy  vere  those  vho  had  arrived  too  late  to  ‘-'e  transferred 

« t 

to  A‘rica.  '.'.■ith  the  Allies  building  strength  in  the  iiediter- 
ran£?.n  area,  he  beg.an  formulating  a  plan  for  the  defense  of  Italy 
Hitler  supported  the  conservative  advice  of  Field  Karshal  Rommel 
to  organize  a  defense  along  the  mountain  passes  in  the  northern 
Apennines.  Although  ignored  -for  the  time  being.  Field  Karshal 

9 

hezsei  ring  ’-anted  to  keep  the  Allied  aircraft  further  av,-ay 
fr:-.  ~he  T-ernan  border  and  advocated  defense  of  the  entire 
0^  :nTy.  hesselring  had  been  blind  v.-hen  it  came,  to  bjdging 
the  Italians'  political  leaning  tov.-ard  the  Allies.  For  this 
reason  and  a  desire  not  to  over  extend  the  LOCs,  Hitler  decided 


to  follov  Romm.el's  advice  and  defend  in  the  northern  part  of 
2 


Italy. 


.Jm  uV./iL -.‘‘r.  ■■■  1  ^  »  y.-*  J  - 


In  J'Jly  of  19^3  •  r.  itler  rxvea  seven  aivzsions  intc  northern 
Italy  to  support  Rorriel's  scheme  of  defense.  Kovever,  his 
rrirarv  ccncern  vas  not  to  have  troors  cut-off  in  the  south 


■hen  the  Italian  gov 


'ernment  fell.^  The 


he  "ACHSii"  Plan  -  ould  cover 


this  contingency  and  direct  the  safe  flow  of  troops  hack  up 
the  Italian  peninsula  to  the  north,  Kesselring  hecame  frustrate 
ever  Hitler’s  defensive  plans  and  offered  his  resignation. 

Hitler  did  .not  accept  it.  Under  the  "ACHSE”  plan  the  troops  on 
Sardinia  and  Corsica  would  be  evacuated  to  the  mainland  and 
Rommel  would  assume  overall  command  of  the  land  forces  in 
Italy.  With  only  three  divisions  defending  in  the  Salerno 
area,  the  Allied  invasion  and  Italian  defection  came  simul¬ 
taneously  on  8  Sept.  V.’hile  Kesselring  was  prepared  to  fall 
"ack  to  Rcm.e,  the  defendable  terrain  made  this  retreat  urr.eces- 
-cT'-.r,  .  1 1''' ; rh  Hitler  had  feered  the  ‘’'orst ,  the  Ital  ians' 
cher'.ge  cf  "ueport  to  the  All ies  really  had  liatle  e-^fect. 

The  Italian  Army  ceased  to  exist  as  either  an  aiversary  to 
the  Germans  or  an  ally  to  the  Americans,  In  fact,  the  Italians' 
-eakness  had  caused  the  Allies  to  cancel  a  planned  assault 
on  Rc-e.  On  the  other  hand,  Hitler  was  about  to  send  his  troops 
?'.crnh  •-■hen  the  Allies  le.nded  and  he  discovered  that  the  Italians 
■■■euld  net  censtitute  a  credi'-'le  resistance.  As  things  turned 
'ut.  no  troors  '--ould  be  cut  off  in  the  south  and  the  "ACHuE” 

ted .  E 
sou the 


ev  iev.'pd 


su:’-!! 


ir.  t-he  ralV.ans.  Cn  6  'Scvex'oer ,  Hitler  reviev/ed  plans 
'ey  Ro-enel  and  Kesselring  for  the  continued  defense  of  Italy 
He  endorsed  Kesselring's  olan  v:hich  stated,  "the  Bernhard 

Line  '•'ill  nark  the  end  of  our  withi-ira''.'als‘*  and  Rcrnnel  v/p.s.  t: 

4 

f erred  out  of  the  tneater.  Thus  Hitler  had  made  the  decision 


to  fight  the  Allies  in  the  southern  part  of  Italy. 

Cn  the  Allies  side,  Prime  i/iinister  Churchill  played  almost 
as  dominant  a  role  as  Hitler  did  in  the  Italian  Theater,  The 
v.-ar  had  been  going  on  for  foiir  years  and  momentum  v^as  in  our 
favor,  Kov.-ever,  it  was  obvious  that  Germany  v.’as  not  going  to 
lose  the  war  by  giving  up.  Conseo.uently  ,  the  Allies  would 
'nave  to  win  it.  Operation  Overlord  v.*as  that  plan.  The  Russians 
hov.-ever,  were  anxious  for  more  responsive  support  as  they 
fought  through  the  '-'inter  of  1943-^^  pushing  the  Germans  out 
of  Stalingrad.  Churchill  also  felt  the  need  for  a  maior  effort 


•Ihe  stalemate  in  Italy  and  force  the  Germans  to  ccmn.it 


•"heir  reserves  to  that  theater  and  decrease  the  German  forces 
available  to  oppose  Overlord.  The  Americans  had  just  recently 
checked  the  Japanese  in  the  Pacific  and  were  exhausting  their 
resoiarces  in  preparation  for  Overlord.  For  this  reason  there 

•  •  m 


'".ad  "een  little  U.3.  support  for  increasing  our  energies  in 
It'-ly  and  "Shinrle"  had  never  received  serio'.js  support.  Cn 
li  B8cem"'er  Churchill  met  -A-ith  Gen.  E isenho'.-.-er  on  his 

••'ay  '•'-ime  from  Cairo  and  a  meeting  '-'ith  Stalin,  Roosevelt  and 
Chiang  Hai-Shek.  The  Prime  ’-'inister  '••as  'unhappy  to  learn  of 
"Shingle's"  deteriorating  support  and  on  23  December  he  used 
'nis  personal  influence  to  rejuvenate  fne  dead  plan.  V.'hile 
the  Americans  '.-.'ere  looking  for  wavs  to  limit  their  !<'editerranean 


v^s  0~V10US 


cr -r?-X :  or.s ,  it  v  ^s  o~vious  th?-t  tne  oritisn  v-ere  prepared  to 
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utilize  -.ere  of- their  resources  in  the  area.  The  Allied 
rlarr. irg  staffs  cecar.e  totally  frustrated  over  the  logistical 
and  t. ir  ins  ■  or  o'ol ers  associated  v.'ith  "Shingle"  and  Churchill 
vould  have -to  intervene  several  none  tines  to  insure  the  plan 
^-as  not  put  off  again.  One  final  hurtle  that  he  helped  'clear 
v’as  t'ne  procur  ement  of  enoug'n  Landing  Ship-Tank  (LSTs) ,  Vi'hile 
90  '-ere  identified  in  theater,  about  6o  of  these  '.'•ere  scheduled 
to  leave  on  15  December  to  steam  to  England  for  Overlord. 
Presently,  they  v.’ere  all  being  used  to  move  r.en  and  equipment 
to  Italy  from  Africa.  Vi'ithout  the  use  of  all  these  LSTs  to 
support  a  major  landing  force  the  Anzio  landing  could  not  pos¬ 
sibly  be  successful.  Churchill’s  appeal  again  brought  results 
from  the  staff  and  the  last  critical  problem  had  been  solved. 

The  LSTS  could  carry  a  tv;o  Division,  landing  force  and  the  Allies 
e'.ready  sn.-'eyed  air  superiority  '.-’ith  2,000  :'ighters  facing  the 
German  total  of  350.  The  intelligence  estim.ate  stated  that 
a  dedicated  attack  on  the  stagnant  Gustav  Line  and  a  foi  lo'-.'-up 
attack  in  the  enemy's  rear  area  at  Anzio  vould  combine  to  force 
the  Germans  to  ’-ithdrav.’  and  protect  th^ir  vulnerable  LO.Cs, 

This  estimate  assumed  that  the  landing  '-ould  he  follov:ed  by 
a  drive  in'^and  to  the  Alban  Hills  to  cut  Route  6,  the  prim.ary 
LOG  along  the  v;estern  coast.  Further  battle  analysis  can  'nest 
re  achieved  by  a  look  at  the  Allied  Chain  of  Command. 

1.  Sir  Henry  N'.aitland  '.’.’ilson;  Supreme  Commander  in  the 
’-'.ed  iterrar.ean ,  He  took  over  from  Gen.  E isenho.-er  just  'oefore 
"Shingle"  v.'as  launched,  ''^'hile  this  v.-as  mostly  a  political  and 
strategic  olanning  position,  firmer  guidance  for  the  operation 


sh-^uld  have  originated  here. 

2,  Sir  Harold  Alexander:  Comn^ander  in  Chief  Allied  Amies 
in  Italy.  The  t'-vo  Amdes  v.-ere  the  U;S.  5th  Army  on  the  v;est 
coast  and  the  British  8th  Arny  on  the  east  coast  of  Italy. 

He  vas  v;ell  respected  by  his  nen. 

3.  Gen.  Hark  Clark;  ConTnander  of  the  U.S.  5th  Amy. 

He  ••'•as  a  good  administrator  and  a  courageous  ma-n  v;ho  v.’ould 
support  his  subordinates  vhenever  possible.  He  felt  confident 
that  he  could  motivate  his  men  around  Operation  Shigle  although 
he  disapproved  of  the  political  motivation  behind  the  plan. 

His  Army  had  landed  in  Italy  in  September  and  had  been  advancing 
slov’ly  along  the  western  half  of  the  peninsula  from  Naples. 

The  entire  chain  of  command  would  have  been  British  had  the  ' 
landing  been  planned  for  the  other  side  of  the  Italian  coast 
■••••here  the  British  8th  Army  ■•'•■as  located.  Enstead,  all  the 

«  i 

senior  staff  ••■as  British  with  the  Americans  'veing  at  the  lov.-er 
staff  cositions. 

Gen.  Montgomery;  Commander  of  the  British  Bth  Army. 

He  ••■••as  advancing  up  the  eastern  coast  under  very  heavy  pressure 
from  the  Germans. 

0 

5.  Gen.  John  P.  Lucas;  Commander  of  the  6th  Corns  of  the 


Army,  commander  of  the  Anzio  landing.  The  British  •.■■•ere  nol 


: -pressed  vith  Lucas.  They  thought  he  had  received  command 
because  he  had  put  in  his  time.  Gen.  Lucas  v.’as  5^  years  old 
and  admitted  to  being  tired.  He  lacked  self  confidence  and  relied 

m 

too  much  on  his  subordinates  to  help  him  make  a  decision.  ’’The 
more  he  thought  about  the  task  ahead  the  less  he  liked  it.  He 
determined  that  he  •.••ould  base  his  plan  on  ins-aring  against  possible 


m 


iis^ster  and  not  exploiting  an  extreirely  problematic  success 
and  surprise.  'Army  has  gone  nuts  again,*  he  v.Tote  in  his 
diary.  'The  general  idea  seems  to  be  that  the  Germans  are 
licxed  and  fleeing  in  disorder  and  nothing  remains  but  to  nop 
UP.  .  .  .  Thev  ■•'ill  end  in  cutting  me  ashore  v'ith  ina.d90'uate 


forces  and  get  ne  into  a  serious  jarn..  Then  ^^'ho  will  take  the 

« 
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bla-e?"*'"  Another  explanation  for  Lucas'  actions  comes  from 
the  5th  Army  G-3's  briefing  which  made  it  clear  "that  Lucas 
primary  mission  v.-as  to.  seize  and  secure  a  beachhead.  Much 
thought  had  gone  into  the  order  so  as  not  to  force  Lucas  to 
push  on  to  the  Alban  Hills  at  the  risk  of  sacrificing  his  Corps’*.^ 
Finally,  another  powerful  incentive  for  the  push  inland  was 

removed  when  the  British  cancelled  the  drop  of  the  50^th  Parachute 

.8  ' 


•Inr''antry  Regiment  10  miles  from  Anzio 

6.  ‘Gen.  Lucien  K.  Truscott;  Commander  of  the  U.3.  3rd 
Ir^far.ory  Givision,  a  strong  leader  of  the  first  .^imer icans  ashor 
He  '-.ad  experience  ••.■orking  vith  the  British  and  got  along  •.■■ell 
•.^.•ith  them.  'While  the  3rd  I.D.  had  made  mistakes  in  the  African 


Caraign,  it  v'as  a  seasoned  force  now. 


7.  Gen.  V.'.R.C.  Penney.;  Commander  of  the  British  1st 


Infantry  Division,  the  other  half  of  the  landing  force.  His 
-en  had  f o'jght  with  distinction  in  Africa  and  had  recently 
b^en  training  in  mountain  ■v.^arfare.  'The  Division  contained 
several  battalions  of  purely  Irish,  Scottish,  and  Enri isr.-en 
and  they  fought  very  proudly  particularly  during  the  German 
c o^-inter-attack  at  Anzio. 

As  the  details  of  the  battle  analysis  take  shape,  this 
strategic  setting  should  help  the  reader  maintain  an  overall 


r -'-rs rect ive  of  the  tattles'  sisnificance.  V.'hile  different  con- 
cl'usions  :'.ay  '-e  cravn  on  the  success  or  failure  of  “Shingle"  , 
in  the  end  it  provided  t'-’O  critical  lessons  that  vere  follO‘-ed 
hy  the  planners  of  Cverlord.  First,  insure  anple  strength. 


[*  • 

of 

the 

landing 

he 

had 

suf f eel 

he  had  suffecient  forces  to  do  more  than  iust  hold  on  to  the 

.  beachhead.  Second,  an  imnediate  drive  inland  must  be  made  to 

prevent  being  bottled-up  on  the  beachhead.  This  of  course 

requires  a  bold  leader  with  forces  available  to  get  the  ^iob 

q 

done.  In  this  view,  Anzio  was  a  costly  rehearsal  for  Overlord 


ENDNOTES  AND  EIBLIOGnAPHY  FOR  THE  STRATEGIC  SETTING 


1.  ^''.vi'oforiata ,  Con-iand  Decisions,  U.S.  Pi'inting  Office, 

’•'.‘ash  inf  ton  D.C.,  19?1  p303» 

2.  I-id  p  307 

3.  Ibid  p  31 2 
Ibid  p  321 

5,  Blunenson,  Anzioj  The  Gamble  That  Failed,  J.B,  Lippincott 
Company,  Philadelphia,  N.Y.  19^3  p  6. 

6,  Vaughn-Thomas ,  Anzio,  Holt  Rinehart  and  Winston,  New  York, 
196'!  p  36. 

7,  Command  Decisions  p  335 

8,  Command  Decisions  p  336 

9,  Anzioj  The  Gamble  That  Failed,  p  203 


B I E  L I OG  R  A  r  H  Y 

1.  Vaughn-Thomas,  V.’ynford  Anzio  Holt  Rinehart  and  Winston, 
New  York,  I961, 

^2,  Bluemenson,  iVartin  Anzio;  The  Gamble  That  Failed  J.B. 
Lippincott  Company,  Philadelphia,  N.Y.  19^3. 

X 

3.  liavrogordata ,  Ralph  S.  Command  Decisions  U.S,  Printing 
Office,  V.'ash  ington  ,D.  C ,  1971  • 


•^5 


III.  REVIHV:  '-'HS  TACTICAL  SITUATION  -  OPERATION  SHIMGLS  (AIIZIO) 
22  J  -  N  -  1  '"^5  1  ^ 


Generally  the  v/eather  and  visibility  in  the  period  22  Jan  - 
1  reb  19^4  were  clear  and  cool  with  good  visibility.  The  weather 
curing  the  period  is  shown  in  fig.  3-1* 

Although  the  weather  generally  was  cold,  no  reports  have  been 
found  that  indicate  that  the  weather  had  any  adverse  effect  on  the 
personnel  or  their  ability  to  fight  effectively.  Also  the  effects 
of  v^eather  on  natural  features,  equipment  and  supplies  had  no  signi¬ 
ficant  influence  during  the  period.  Besides  the  extreme  high  level 
of  surface  v;ater  that  seldom  was  more  than  two  feet  below  the  ground- 
this  subject  will  be  mentioned  later  -  the  surface  of  roads  and  other 
manmade  features  were  dry  during  the  period,  except  on  the  26th  January 
when  it  rained. 


Generally ,  the  weather  was  perfect  for  the  conduct  of  chc  am.phi- 
hicus  lancing  and  the  attack  inland.  The  sea  'was  smooth  and  perfect 
for  the  landing.  The  heavy  v;inds  and  the  rain  on  the  25  -  26  January 
had  some  impact  on  supply  operations  of  the  3rd  Division,  but  not  on 
the  tactical  operation.  Visibility  was  generally  good.  This  proved 
to  become  an  advantage  for  the  Germans  who  were  able  to  overlook  the 
entire  beachhead  from  the  mountains  just  about  30  km  to  the  North  and 
Northeast  of  Anzio.  Partly  because  of  this  disadvantage  many  tactical 
movements  and  attacks  took  place  during  the  nights  or  early  in  the 
".orning.  It  seems  that  the  nights  'were  very  dark,  without  artificial 
lights,  moonlight  or  starlights.  I  quote,  "It  v.-as  nov,’  pitch  dark,  the 


best  time  to  attack. 


..5 


The  clear  sky  allowed  the  Germans  to  launch  a 
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a  great  air  support  effort  during  the  period,  only  interrupted  by 
cloudy  v/eather  on  the  25  -  26  January  and  31  Jan  -  1  ?eb.^  To  over¬ 
cone  the  C-ernan  advantage  of  good  visibility,  snoke  screens  v.-cre  of:c-n 
laic  cut,  prinarily  by  mortars,  in  support  of  local  attacks.  The 
veather  favored  surveillance  and  the  use  of  target  acquisition  means, 
but  again  generally  to  German  advantage.  Tactical  and  strategical 
nobility  v:ere  unlimited  by  the  weather,  and  there  are  no  reports  of  bad 
troop  morale  because  of  the  weather.  The  morale,  on  both  sides,  was 
very  high. 

Conclusion  about  the  weather  and  climage:  The  weather,  which  might 
have  had  a  tremendous  impact  on  the  operations,  especially  the  amphi¬ 
bious  landing,  was  almost  perfect  during  the  period.  This  was  an  advan¬ 
tage  to  the  allies  for  two  or  three  days,  allowing  the  most  perfect  and 
smoothest  ampliibious  landing  in  history.  During  the  rest  of  the  period 


the  v'ather  gave  the  Germans  an  advantage,  primariljr  because  of  good 
••isibilit"  that  allov/ed  the  Germans  to  control  the  entire  beachhead  by 
surveillance- ,  indirect  fires,  and  air  support. 

In  support  of  the  description  of  the  terrain  see  'lAP  1  and  overlay 
lA,  for  a  1  to  100,000  scale  view  of  the  topography  of  the  area  at  the 
time  of  the  operations,  the  actual  are^  of  operations  fpr  the  3rd  Infantry 


Division,  and  the  most  important  terrain  features  in  the  area. 

,  7 

A  vc-neral  dcscrimtion  of  the  area  of  operations.'  Ansio  is  situated 
ai:mrc::i-'.ately  25  miles  SSD  of  Rome  at  the  coast  of  the  lyTrrhenian  Sea  a:id 
'.  as  approximately  hO  miles  V.'ost  of  the  front  at  Cassino.  The  beachhead, 
in  the  form  it  •.■.‘as  finally  to  assume  comprised  an  area  of  little  more 
oha:i  a  hundred  square  miles,  being  about  ten  miles  deep  and  fifteen  miles 
v/ide  in  its  greatest  dimensions.  The  t^■.’in  tov.ns  of  Ansio  and  Nettuno 
lay  in  the  southv.’estem- corner,  about  two  miles  apart,  Nettuno  being 
farmher  cast  along  a  curving  bay. 


The  eastern  boundarv  of  the  beachhead 


lay  gc-nerally  along  the  .'lussolini  Canal,  v/hich  v;as  a  v/ide,  shallov; 
“.a:i:;.ade  trough,  about  120  feet  across  at  the  top  but  v/ith  only  a  six 
foot  vater  gap  in  its  bed.  It  had  originally  been  dug  to  drain  the 
arca  and  reclain  the  narshy  ground  for  farmland.  The  result  •.-.•as  a 
series  of  -.odel  farms.  Just  south  of  the  beachhead  line  lay  the  Pontine 


•2  ■>-*  r*  r  C 


Hie  ve stern  boundary  of  the  3rd  Division  during  the  period  22  - 
29  January  ran  along  the  Anzio-Albano  road  v/ith  the  1st  (BR)  Division 
to  the  v:est.  Proa  the  29  Jan  -  1  Feb  this  boundary  was  moved  7-8  l:m 
further  to  the  east  giving  the  3rd,  Division  the  possibility  to  concen¬ 
trate  its  forces  and  improve  its  defensive  positions  before  and  during 
the  attach  against  Cisteme, 

The  bridges  of  the  llussolini  Canal  are  numbered  #1  through  #14  from 
southeast  to  northv.-est  as  shovai  on  114P  1.  About  six  miles  inland  the 
canal  branched.  One  fork  ran  northeast  toward  the  mountains  back  of 
listerna  di  Littoria.  Hie  other  ran  west  and  slightly  north  for  another 
si:;  or  seven  miles,  where  it  finally  petered  out  into  a  s:'.:all,  natural 
stream.  This  western  fork  v/as  a  natural  defensive  line  in  as  much  as  it 
provided  defilade  against  ground  observation,  and  a  small  v;et  gap  vdiich 
v:as  impassable  to  tanks  and  vehicles. 

m 

There  was  no  high  ground*  on  the  beachhead.  The  only  significant 
elevation  was  a  gentle  rise  just  south  of  the  tov.n  of  Ic  Terriere  v.hich 
roached  a  maximum  height  of  22  feet  above  sea  level.  Elsev.-hore,  the 
tr-rrain  •■•as  flat  or  very  gently  rolling,  except  for  small  ravines  formed 
by  the-  streams.  Torth  of  the  western  fork  of  the  Hussolini  Canal,  '.  here 
the  terrain  sloped  gradually  upv.-ard  to'vabd  the  foothills  of  the  Colli 
Lasiali,  these  ravines  assumed  greater  proportions,  being  forty  to  sixty 
feet  in  places  and  very  steep  sided,  but  generally  carrying  a  trickle 
o:'  water  in  the  bottom,  The  perfectly  flat  terrain  immediately  imorth 
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oC  the  cauial  was  further  crisscrossed  by  a  series  of  drainage  ditches, 
which  varied  fron  snail  scratches  in  the  ground  to  a  twenty  or  thirty 
foot  vidth,  and  fifteen  or  tv.’enty-foot  depth. 

.-.sice  fron  .-Jisio  and  liettuno,  there  v;ere  no  real  tovms,  as  such,  oii 
she  beach-head.  In  the  3rd  Division  sector  there  v;ere  clusters  of  build¬ 
ings  at  Acciarella,  Conca  (forgo  iiontello  on  sone  naps),  consisting  of 
an  old  castle,  a  church,  and  two  or  three  houses  and  sheds,  Le  Ferriere 
(a  group  of -large  buildings  clustered  around  a  woolen  .nill  with  a  pro¬ 
minent high  s.nolce  stack) ,  Campo  Tvlorto,  Carano,  and  Fenina-norta  "Dead 
V.'onan"  (Isola  Bella  on  some  naps). 

Innediately  behind  of  the  beachhead  line  were  several  larger  tov.-ns; 
Littoria,  on  the  eastern  flank;  Cistema,  an ‘i.nportant  road  junction  on 
Highway  7  (Appian  V?ay)  just  northeast  of  Ferainanorta;  Cori,  a  few  miles 
northeast  of  Cisterna,  which  nestles  low  on  the  western  slopes  of  the 
honti  "epini,  and  Velletri,  on  the  slopes  of  the  Colli  Laziali  mountains. 

.ere  v:ere  all  too 

usny)  fro.-  aluost  aiey  part  of  the  beachhead, 

Fro.n  the  western  slopes  of  Monti  Lepini  and  from  the  slopes  of  the 
Colli  laziali  hill  mass  the  Germans  on  a  clear  day  had  perfect  observation 
over  every  square  inch  of  the  beachhead^  It  was  this  superb  observation 


:lainly  seen  on  a  clear  day  (  of  •.'hich 


that  enabled  the  C-c-ruans  to  .mass  artillery  fire  on  aeiything  that  moved 
in  th-e-  .-nolo  beachhead.  .And  the  Cizys  were  clear  during  almost  the  entire 


Cover  and  concealmont  were  -very  scarce  on  the  beachiiead.  Just  north 
of  .bizio-Fettuno ,  the  Padiglionc  V’oods  and  the  l^ettuno  V.’ilds  provided  ex¬ 
cellent  concealment  for  supply  du'mps  and  troop  assembly  areas,  but  where 
the  fighting  actually  was  fought,  further  to  the  north,  there  v:as  practi¬ 


cally  no  vegetation.'  Only  the  numerous  drainage  ditches,  ravines,  a.nd 


rullies  together  v:ith  the-  hundreds  of  stone  far.n  houses  provided  cover 
a-UG  concealment,  and  then  only  to  the  single  infantry  soldier  rather 
than  to  large  columns,  tanhs,  and  other  vehicles.^  Thus  these  terrain 
features  heavily  effected  the  v;ay  the  "cattle  '..'as  fought.  To  overco-.e 
C-cr.eeei  advantage  of  observation,  the  nights  v;ere  used,  rne  dismounted 
infaiatry  soldier  became  the  major  v.'eapons  system  to  be  used,  and  he  v;as 
to  be  found  along  the  roads,  the  ditches,  the  ravines,  and  gullies, 
v.’here  he  alv/ays  could  find  cover  for  a  short  period,  but  often  just 
enough  to  cover  only  the  body  of  one  soldier  at  a  time. 

The  above  mentioned  farmhouses  had  a  tremendous  effect  on  how  the 
battle  was  fought.  Built  only  a  few  years  earlier  as  one  of  I-ussolini's 
prized  public  v/orks,  the  Italian  stone-mason  was  a  master  at  constructing 
formidable  thick-walled  farmhouses  tliat  could  be  turned  into  veritable 
fortresses^  easily  defended  by  a  handful  of  men  with  little  more  than 
rifles  and  a  light  machine  gun.  lach  of  these  "podere"  '..‘ould,  in  its 
c-.-.rn,  !‘.bld  up  en  entire  compa:iy  of  infaiitry  seid  •.•ould  take  a  direct  as- 
sa^ult  by  tanl.s  to  overcome  a  squad  of  Germans  inside  the  ho'use . 

The  assault  battalions  first  to  land  were  organized  and  specially 
trained  into  teams  to  attack  and  destroy  pillboxes,  fortifications,  and 
coast -defense  weapons,  and  to  cross  beach  wire  and  minefields.  But,  the 
C-cr '.ans  had  expected  an  allied  amphibious  operation  further  to  the  north 


^  •  *  ”  ■'m  .T  ^ 


'.ircctly  against  Rome.  Tjoerefore,  only  a  fcv.’  mines  opposed  3rd 


livision  during  the  landing.  The  very  beachhead  i'bse/f  v,-as  a  natural 
.and  .•:an.:.ade  Obstacle  that  impeded  the  movement  of  military  forces.  The 
••••hole  'area  'mas  a  swa-ipy  or  marshy  area  that  just  a  fe\7  years  before  had 
been  turned  into  usable  farmland  by  a  tremendous  engineer  effort.  A 
dense  drainage  system  with  innumerable  small  ditches  and  the  huge 


ussolini  Canal  was  the  result  that  made  cross  country  movement  wi'bh 


heavy  GC’aip:nc-nt  such  as  tanks  alniost  impossible.  Tl'ie  hussolini  Canal 
vas  to  provide  a  convenient  aiid  redoubtable  tan]^  trap  and  an  admirable 
cc-i'ensive  position. 

-he  road  net  v:as  fairly  dense  but  all  of  the  roads  '..'ere  unpaved 

narrov:  farm  roads  that  could  not  support  heavy  traffic.  Tlie  tv:o  lane 

highv.’ay  from  Kettuno  to  Cisterna  was  the  only  paved  road  in  the  division's 

sector,  riiis  was  also  the  only  avenue  of'approach  in  the  sector,  both 

for  the  allies  and  the  Germans.  Another  limitation  was  the  surface 

water  that  over  v/ide,  low  lying  areas  of  the  beachhead  was  seldom  more 

that  rwo  feet  belov;  the  ground.  Tliis  made  the  digging  of  foxholes  an 

impossible  task  in  most  areas.  Only  the  higher  groimd  that  the  ditches 

^  2 

and  the  canal  provided  would  allov/  this  kind  of  fortification." 

-lie  influence  of  these  terrain  features  were,  of  course,  a  battle 
limited  to  the  use  of  the  roads  and  the  seizure  of  the  bridges  over  the 
duzzolini  Canal.  niis  canal  v;as  to.  become  key  terrain.  The  only  other 
ar:as  mo  be  labelled  key  terrain  v.'Gre  Cisterna  on  Higlv’ay  7  (dhe  division 
objective  that  •..'as  first  taiien  after  several  months)  and  the  moiuitain 
slopes  to  the  north  and  northeast,  both  of  which  the  Germans  occupied 
during  the  entire  period  to  their  great  benefit.  Tlie  3rd  Division  had' 
to  fight  for  the  seizure  of  the  Jlussolini  Canal.  Tliis  later  proved  to  be 
vital  for  the  ver*’’  survival  of  the  entire  Aiizio  beachhead. 


At  the  initiation  of  hostilities  on  the  morning  of  22  January 
19-4-4,  the  allied  forces  involved  in  all  areas  of  Operation  Shingle 
had  a  significant  numerical  advantage.  Forces  available  in  the  area 
to  oppose  the  allies  totaled  approximately  20,000,  however,  forces 
positioned  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  landing  were  comprised 
of  only  tv.-o  engineer  companies  of  the  4th  Parachute  Division,  one 
engineer  company  and  one  Panzer  Grenadier  battalion  of  the  Panzer 
Grenadier  Division  and  a  coastal  artillery  unit.^'^  On  the  other  hand, 
the  3d  Infantry  Division  alone,  including  its  reinforcing  units,  at¬ 
tacked  Red  and  Green  beaches  with  20,770  personnel  .  2,196  separate  < 
pieces  of  vehicles  and  equipment,  while  the  entire  allied  landing 
force  equalled  about  100,000.  The  allies  also  had  an  initial  advan¬ 
tage  in  firepower  v/ith  the  landing  being  supported  by  a  5  minute  British 
Naval  Rocket  artillery  prep  of  the  beaches.^  This  action  drew  no  re¬ 
sponse.  from  the  German  coast  artillery  unit  v.-hich  was  defending  with 
cne  howitzer  (7.5  cm),  seven  howitzers  (10  cm),  eleven  howitzers  (15cm), 
three  guns  (7.5cm),  eight  guns  (lOcra),  tv/o  guns  (10.5cm),  three  guns 
(15*  5cm)  and  six  guns  (17cm).'^ 

The  3<i  Infantry  Division  (Reinforced)  attacked  in  a  three  regiment 
configuration  with  all  forward.  The  30th  Infantry  (Reinf)  had  initial 
responsibility  for  Red  Beach  1  '.vith  the  7'th  Infantry  (Reinf)  on  Red 
Beach  2  (Red  teach  v,-as  subsequently  consolidated).  The  15th  Inf  (Reinf) 
had  responsibility  for  Green  Beach.  Task  organization  of  the  supporting 
‘units  in  the  3d  Infantry  Division  v.’as  as  follows: 


7  011  Infantry  (Re inf) 


Attached: 


10th  ?A  Bn 

PLT,  Co  A,  751  IK  En 
PLT,  Co  A,  601  ID  Bn 
Co  A,  3d  :.:ed  En  (coll) 
Det,  10th  Engr  Bn 
Bet,  3d  Sig.  Co. 


15th  Infantry  (Reinf) 

Attached:  39th  FA  Bn 

PLT,  Co  A,  751  TK  Bn 
PLT.  Co  B,  601  TD  Bn 
Co  B,  3d  Med  Bn  (coll) 
Det,  10th  Engr  Bn 
Det,  3d  Sig  Co. 


30th  Infantry  (Reinf) 

Attached:  4lst  FA  En 

PLT,  Co  A,  751  IK  En 
PLT,  Co  C,  601  TD  En 
..  Co  C,  3d  ::c-d  En  (coll) 

Bet,  10th  Engr  En 
Det,  3d  Sig  Co. 


DIVARTY  (-10th,  39th,  4lst  FA  Bn) 

Attached:  69th  Arnid  FA  Bn  .(105)  (Corps) 

'  Btry  B,  36  FA  Bn  (155)  (Corps) 

Det,  Etry  B^  15th  Observation  Bn  (Sound)  (Corps) 


3d  Re con  Troop 


Attached: 


Prov  MTD  Troop 
Prov  Pack  Etry 
Det,  10th  Engr  En 


504  Parachute  Rgnit 

1  En,  75^)11  Pack  Howitzer 


601st  ED  En  (-3  PLT) 

751st  ?K  En  (-3  PLT,  Co  A) 
4i!lst  AAA  En 
S4th  C:X  En 

10th  Engr  En  (-3  PLl^  &  Det) 
540th  Engr. 


Since  the  majority  of  the  German  Forces  in  Italy  had  been  sent 
south  to  prepare  for  a  major  allied  thrust,  immediate  action  v/as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  Germans  to  assemble  available  reinforcements  in  the  Anzio 
area.  By  0600,  22  January,  one  hour  after  it  v/as  notified  of  the  allied 
attack.  Headquarters  Army  Group  C  initiated  a  pre-established  reinforce¬ 
ment  plan  to  assemble  troops  from  other  theaters  in  preparation  for  its 
counterattack.  The  715th  Motorized  Infantry  Division  v/as  moved  from 
southern  France,  the  ll4th  Infantry  Division  from  the  Balkans,  the 
65  Infantry  Division  (-)  from  Genoa,  the  362d  Infantry  Division  (-) 
from  Rimini!  elements  of  the  nev/ly  formed  l6th  SS  Pg  Division  from  Leg¬ 
horn,  and  the  I  Para  Corps  KQ,  3d  Pg  Division  (-);  71st  Division  and 


parts  of  the  Hermann  Goering  Division  all  from  the  Adriatic  front  started 

to  move  in  support  of  this  plan.  As  a  result,  the  Germans  were  able  to 

\ 

increase  their  strength  in  the  Anzio  area  to  40,000  in  "^'<’0  days,  '^0,000 
in  seven  fays  and  approximately  90,000  by  2  February.  More  importantly, 


a  inean  i.rj'^ 


i^ivision  v/ould  now  face  the  l-104th  ?z  Grenadier,  15 


5n,  1-1  Prcht  Rgmt,  1st  Prcht  Division,  I7I  Recon  En,  71st  Inf 


Division,  356th  Recon  En,  356  Inf  Division,  Prcht  Machine  Gun  En,  ll4th 
P.Gcon  En,  114  Inf  Division,  2-1  Pz  Grenadier,  Heramm  Goering  Division, 
and  the  Luftwaffe  Jaeger  Bn  as  it  tried  to  advance  inland  from  the 
beachhead. 


The  allied  order  of  battle  and  how  it  would  face  this  expanded 
Ger.uan  Force  will  be  covered  in  the  later  portions  of  this  analysis, 


tut  it  is  important  at  this  point  to. examine  the  action  taken,  as  far 
as  involved  units,  to  establish  the  initial  setting  for  this  battle. 

The  S^Oth  Engineer  Regiment  (Reinf)  v.’as  tasked  with  establishing  and 
organizing  the  beachhead  area.  In  order  to  secure  the  area  the  6615th 
US  Ranger  Force  (P)  consisting  of  three -battalions,  was  to  land  at 
K-30  on  Anzio  and  Yellow  Beach  to  destroy  coastal  defense  batteries. 

The  5P^  Peirachute  Rgmt  was  to  air  drop  near  Roman  Camp  to  prevent  enemy 
reinforcements  from  the  north  and  capture  enemy  gun  batteries.  Despite 
the  relative  success  of  this  plan  the  allies  failed  to  capitalize  on 
their  initial  advantage  and  v/ere  satisfied  to  occupy  a  small  beach¬ 
head  rather  than  continuing  their  attack.  The  troop  strength  and  fire¬ 
power  favored  the  allies  on  the  morning  of  22  January,  but  the  lack 
initiative  by  the  allies  allowed  the  advantage  to  swing  to  the  Germans 
c*'  ■':ho“morning  of  26  January. 


Tanks,  artillery,  and  tank  destroyers  were  employed  by  the  3d  In¬ 
fantry  Division  in  securing  its  beachhead,  but  it  possessed  no  signi¬ 
ficant  technological  advantage  in  equipment.  Initial  German  obstacles 
included  the  placement  of  mines  scattered  at  the  extremities  of  the 
beaches.  Combined  with  standard  artillery  fire,  they  ham.pered,  but 


failed  to  seriously  slow  the  initial  allied  actions.  However,  As 


Ger  '.an  reinforce.ments  grev.',  more  v.’eapons  became  available  to  the  de-  • 
fencing  force  and,  while  conventional  tecimology  in  basic  v/eapons 
systems  'was  equal,  the  Germans  did  have  an  advantage  in  three  parti- 

m 

cular  weapons.  The  first  of  these  v.’as  the  83mm  high  velocity  dual 
purpose  antiaircraft  and  antitank  piece.  This  v;as  probably  the  most 


outstanding  artillery  weapon  of  VvV7II,  T]ie  second  was  the  machine 


pistol,  "the  Eurp  Gim"  as  titled  hy  the  Americans,  v/hich  was  distri¬ 
buted  liberally  among  infantry^men  and  proved  to  be  particularly 
effective  for  close-in  fighting.  The  third  v/as  the  150mm  multiple 
carrel  mortar  which  v;as  mounted  on  wheels  and  fired  electrically.^^ 
Although  extremely  effective,  only  limited  numbers  of  the  150  mm  mortar 
v.'ere  foiuid  in  Italy.  Other  effective  weapons  using  new  technology  were 
the  German  aerial  torpedoes  and  glider  bombs.  These  Vv-ere  used  effect- 
tively  during  the  first  major  air-raids  on  23  January  and  caused  imme¬ 
diate  action  by  the  US  Navy  to,  find  a  counter-measure  against  their 
use.  Finally,  arriving  with  the301st  Panzer  Battalion  came  the  remote 
controlled  demolition  vehicle.  V^hile  it  provided  advanced  technology, 
its  effectiveness  was  limited^  given  most  vehicles  either  broke  down  or 
were  destroyed  prior  to  being  used. 


The  effects  of  this  technology  vrere  somev:hat  offset  by  superior 
r.u.-'.erical  advantages,  possessed  by  the  allies,  in  the  areas  of  ammuni¬ 
tion  supplies  and  v.-heeled  and  traciced  vehicles  and  equipment  in  general, 
Additionally,  the  tactic  of  employing  massed  artillery  fire  on  one 
target  v;as  particularyly  devastating.  This  fire  was  effectively  co¬ 


ordinated,  targeted  and  con-trolled  by^the  use  of  single  engine,  low- 
flying  L- 4  Piper  Cubs  manned  by  forward  artillery  observers.  Some¬ 


times  the  more  sight  of  one  of  these  aircraft  was  enough  to  ouiet  a 


German  Artillery  Battery  .  Additionally,  the  numbers  of  jeeps,  trucks 
and  earth-moving  equipment  gave  the  allies  engineers  a  significant 


advantage  over  the  large  amount  of  horse-drav.'n  transportation  and 
manual  labor  used  by  their  German  counter-parts 


In  order  for  the  3d  Infantry  Division^ as  well  as  its  British 
allies  to  the  north,  to  be  able  to  take  advantage  of  its  numerical 
superiority  in  ammunition  and  vehicles  it  had  to  insure  this  ma¬ 
terial  reached  shore.  The  5^0th  Engineers,  as  the  beachhead  estab¬ 
lishing  unit,  had  the  initial  responsibility  for  organiaing  the  dump 
areas  and  supplying  the  operating  personnel.  This  was  a  task  for 
which  they  had  trained  extensively.  Hov/ever,  despite  this  practice, 
a  rehearsal  as  late  as  19  January  resulted  in  the  loss  of  Forty  DUKW's 
and  ten  105  howitzers  at  sea. 

Regardless  of  failures,  supplies  would  have  to  come  over  the  beach. 
V/hile  capturing  Anzio  harbor  intact  would  facilitate  the  boarding  of 
supplies,  the  harbor  itself  was  small  with  a  limited  capacity  for 
landing  ships  (see  figure  3-2)  and  incapable  of  handling  liberty  ships 
because  of  its  depth.  In  order  to  land  the  necessary  men,  equipment, 
and  supplies  the  3d  Infantry  Division  needed  33  LOT’S  (l3Br,  15  US), 
33LSj  .(2Br)  and  39  LOT’S.  This  v.-as  about  40^  of  the  capability  avail¬ 
able  to  the  entire  corps. 

The  5^0th  Engineers  augmented  by  Military  Police,  Signal  Corps 
units  and  attached  Navy  Personnel  (4,200  personnel)  landed  at  0215  hours 
(K-*-15):nin)  and  had  the  beaches  organized  and  prepared  to  receive  landing 
craft  by  daylight.  Despite  the  first  enemy  air  attacks  at  0815,  and 
then  continuous  every  3-4  hours,  all  D-Day  convoys  (LOT  and  LST)  were 
offloaded  by  0300,  24  January.  Cargo  from  the  Liberty  Ships  started 
to  land  at  D-*l. 

At  this  point,  it  is  important  to  note  the  three  \vays  in  which 
supplies  landed.  Poor  beach  gradiants  made  it  impossible  to  land  LCI’s 
for  unloading.  This  required  they  be  offloaded  into  DUKVi’s.  The  two 
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other  methods  of  landing  supplies  were  "by  LST's  containing  preloaded 
trucks  from  Naples  and  by  unloading  liberty  ships  direct  by  '  s 
to  beach  dumps  (load  statistics  are  at  Table  3-2).  This  method  so.-e- 
times  proved  dangerous  because  liberty  ships  could  not  get  close  enough 
to  the  shore  for  the  landing  craft  to  avoid  large  swells.  The  problem 
\:as  exacerbated  by  rapid  weather  changes  which  could  cause  a  shut-down 
of  operations  in  as  little  as  one  hour  with  a  twelve  hour  recovery 
time.  This  problem  is  best  exampled  by  the  results  of  heavy  v.’inds  and 
bad  v/eather  v/hich  occurred  on  25  January.  High  seas  washed  Navy  pontoons 
ashore  and  made  it  impossible  to  use  LST  except  by  ferry  from  the  LCT’s. 
The  problem  could  have  been  avoided  if  sufficient  warning  time  had  been 
available  to  pull  the  pontoons  ashore.  The  magnitude  of  the  supply 
operation,  250  ships  and  crafts,  required  close  coordination  to  avoid 
such  problems. 


Hill  u  gij  'I  ij  f  mu  M  »j  u 


Supply  Discharge 
Operations 
(Beach  and  Port) 

-  4  ’arh  V  American  LOT  -  ;."axiriun 

3  "ark  III  or  IV  British  LOT  -  "axirnurs 

Cargo  Discharge:  Heavy  -  Crane 

Light  -  rianual 

LCI  -  Cargo  or  Personnel 

Harbor  Berths  -  8  LST  -  6  on  West  wall 

2  on  North  v.’all 
LCI  -  personnel  only 
LOT  -  NA 

Liberty  Ships  -  KA 


-■ron 

Liberty  Ships  ; 

dist  1.75  niiles 

tine-  25  min. 

Along  Side  10 

Avg  Load  3  Ton 

Pron 

LCT  :  Avg 

Tons 

on  LCT  154.5 

Avg 

77  of 

DUKs  55 

Avg 

Load 

m 

Time  6  rain 

Ircm 

~.rT  .  M-'r 

—•V  -L  .  /-A  ^ 

» 

Tons 

on  LCI  43.2 

Avg 

^  of 

DUHs  22 

^  V  Q 

Load 

Time  13  nin 

xall  amphibious  boats  with  the  capability  to  travel  on  1 


figure  3-3 
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rc3::ite  :-rol:lc-~s,  v.'hcn  operations  v/ere  good  255^  tons  could  'ce 
lanced  over  the  "beach  in  a  24  hour  period.  V.’hcn  t’ne  weather  v.as  had 
.a::i'-.u~.  use  of  the  port  was  nade  to  keep  the  supply  operations  going. 

In  orlcr  to  stop  the  sea  supply  actions  Hitler  ordered  continued  and 
■.:re  intensive  air  strikes.  Ever,  this  failed  to  significaeitly  hinder 
epe-ratiens.  In  fact,  "by  the  end  of  January  stock  supplies  at  the  heach- 
head  wore  at  least  ten  days  ahead  of  schedule  and  General  Lucas  felt  he 
could  support  two  more  divisions.^* 

The  Germans  also  faced  supply  problems^  but  of  a  different  nature. 

The  German  strength  south  of  Rome  increased  so  rapidly  that  there  v;as 
not  a  sufficient  supply  base  to  support  it.  Large  quantities  of  supplies 
were  transported  from  northern  Italy.  This  meant  long  land  and  sea  lines 
of  communication  at  a  time  when  allied  air  attacks  were  increasing  in 
preparation  for  the  Anzio  landing.  V.'hile  fuel  and  ammunition  \.’ere  avail¬ 
able  to  support  tactical  operations,  they  had  to  be  shipped  into  Italy 
threugh  thef'-srner  Pass,  umis  made  them  subject  to  extensive  bcm.bir.g 
resulting  from  the  increased  air  activity.  It  v:as  transporting  supplies 
along  these  long  LOCs  that  would  be  the  Germans  major  problem  in  early 
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ri'.c-se  'v'c-re  shipped  south  by  booh  rail  and  trucks.  Alxjiou.gh  sea 
lanes  v.-c-re  available,  the  bulk  of  supplies  traveled  by  surface 
routes.  As  a  result,  several  systenic  problems  became  evident, 
first,  chc-  heavy  rail  traffic  on  poor  trades  forced  the  'unloadiiic 
of  many  trains  far  north  of  their  destination.  Some  of  these  arrived 
late  and  many  not  at  all.  'rruchs  sent  to  receive  the  supplies  were 
not  coordinated  and  much  time  v.’as  wasted  in  waiting.  In  other  cases 
rerouting  of  trains  forced  the  rerouting  trucks  and  resulted  in  the 
excessive  use  of  fuel.  As  rail  lines  were  repaired  the  problems 
changed. 

Now  many  trains  arrived  at  off-load  points  simultaneously.  Hie 
result. was  insufficient  personnel  to  unload  supplies.  Once  unloaded, 
excess  supplies  and  material  v;ere  now  available  in  one  area  but  needed 
in  a^iother  location. 

In  orc.c-r  to  solve  these  r>i'Oblem.s  the  C-ermaiis  established  suv’: ly 
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prove  the  managee'ont  and  storage  of  supplies  as  well  as  the  scheduling 
of  resupply  by  trucks  to  forward  positions.  As  a  result,  the  Germans 
had  large  diverse  supply  dumps  easily  accessible  by  truck  or  rail. 

.-,s  supply  demands  increased ‘along  with  allied  air  attacks,  naval 


•'  became 


more  important,  hhere  previously  ships  had  been  m.sc-d 


d  w-c,- —  c. 


'.ount  of  unimpeortaiit  supplies  to  fringe  areas,  th.e 


•.'ere  nov;  used  to  relieve  the  lead  from  the  rail  aiid  road  traesperts* 
Stilly  this  method  could  only '  compliment  land  modes,  and  as  lo2ig  as  it 
•.'as  a'.'ailable,  rail  remained  the  primary  mover.  Ko‘..’cver,  dc-spiue 

m 

for.:ard  basing  the  above  mentioned  difficulties  still  existed  and  in¬ 
creased  air  activities  forced  movement  of  supplies  by  night  or  from 
a  damaged  railv;ay  to  aii  available  empty  train  on  the  other  side  of  the 
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rnis  ".ethoc.  proved  effective  when  rail  repairs  v;ere  projected  to 
ta'.'c-  a  long  tir.ie  or  v.’hen  at  least  60  Kn  of  useable  track  \:as  avail-  • 
able-  on  the  other  end. 

In  th.e  specific  area  of  the  Ansio  front  not  only  did  the  air 
attack  ir.pc-de  resupply/,  artillery  rire  added  to  the  Tjroblens  and  even 
hindered  the  renoval  of  v.’ounded  from  the  battlefield.  Conditions 
reached  the  point  where  armored  cars  were  used  for  resupply  on  a 
limited  basis  and  battles  were  sometimes  influenced  by  the  lack  of 
available  ammunition.  Despite  these  problems  the  Germans  made  maicimum 
use  of  all  the  methods  described  above  with  reasonably  good  success. 

Combat  service  support  activities  in  the  areas  of  maintenance 
and  personnel  operations  were  minimal  due  to  the  period  under  analysis, 
for  the  allies,  and  specifically  the  3d  Infantry  Division,  sufficient 
pcrccnncl  and  equipment  v:ere  on  hand  to  initiate  and  sustain  operations 
lc.c'.'.alties  :n  the  first  day  ’..'ere  extremely  light;  13  killed,  ~7  '■cunded 
a:*:'  Persomel  strength  reporting  procedures  v.'c-re  pre- 

established  and  initiated  effective  2359  daily,  D-Day.  Initial  re¬ 
placements  were  based  on  tv:o  weeks  expected  losses  as  requisitioned 
at  D-’-.  These  replacements  were  held  in  Naples  until  needed. 

Prisoners  of  war  (PV/)  were  handled  by  the  5^0th  Engineer's  shore 
rcpi'-.c-nt  once  the  beachhead  was  organized  aiid  functioning.  After  th.e 
first  cay  VI  corps  had  taken  227  P-'s,  ?;;  v/ere  normally  delivered  by 
the  individual  units  and  evacuated  by  LSI  at  a  rate  of  150  per  boat. 

Ten  guards  v.-ere  assigned  to  each  group  of  prisoners.  .Cnee  support 
units  arrived^  the  VI  .Corps  Provost  harshal  took  over  Pi'  operaticr.s. 

fne  initial  posture  of  the  Ger.man  Forces  has  already  been  addressed 


Personnel  replacement  operations  were  conducted  in  conjunction  with 


supply  operations,  ■"axinu:^  use  of  all  vehicles  was  r.:ade  when  noving 
replacements  to  the  front.  Since  all  units  in  the  region,  as  v;ell  as 
v;.any  from  close  theaters,  had  "been  to  the  landing  area,  most  of  the 
rcplace'.r.ents  w-ere  new'  troops,  barely  out  of  training  and  with  very 
little  prior  combat  experience.  Despite  this,  initial  personnel  and 
equipment  postures  had  little  effect  on  the  result  of  the  battle. 

Units  were  well  organized  to  perform  their  combat  missions.  Tlie 
3d  Infantry  Division  had  task  organized  to  provide  maximum  flexibility 
and  fire  pov.’er.  Extensive  training  had  been  conducted  during  the  t^vo 
weeks  prior  to  the  operation  to  insure  every  unit  was  thoroughly  familiar 
v'ith  its  mission.  Command  and  control  of  the  mission  was  initially 
provided  by  the  Corps  CP  via  a  main  and  tactical  Division  Command  Post. 
The  main  CP  remained  afloat  on  the  Hr.lS  Circassia,  the  TAC  aboard  an  LST 
until  it  could  be  moved  ashore. 


-ne  3c.  I.D.  used  both  wire  and  radio  communications  in  establishing 


.  -i  .U'  C.'-.  • 


F.acio  conr:and  nets  (pri.mary  and  alternate)  '.■.ainmaine d 


radio  silence  as  much  as  possible.  Visual  signals  were  used  as  a  back¬ 
up.  US.  Forces  practiced  COMSEC  to  the  ma>:imum  extent  possible.  On 
the  other  hand  any  intercepted  German  transmissions  were  immediately 
passed  to  the  Corps  CP.  All  radio  messages  that  would  give  an  immediate 

m 

tactical  advantage  to  the  Germans  were  cncrymted.  7ne  3^^  ID  had  been 


•  -arned  that  the  Germans  could  intercept  trar.s-.i 


bet.  23  - 


'.egacycles  (F.''),  so  clear  transmissions  v.erc-  only  authcrised  -.  hen  it 
•..‘ould-not  jeopardize  the  tactical  situation. 

Radio  links  'were  maintained  laterally  with,  other  ‘a:'.cing  units.  Once 
operations  were  established  ashore  only  one  net  was  -'.aintained  between 
the  Divisions  and  VI  Corps.  Telephones  were  used  whenever  possible,  but 
'were  alv.-ays  considered  unsecure.  Telegraph  was  considered  secure,  how¬ 
ever  secret  .-.essagos  were  always  encoded.  All  land  lines  'wore  ra'h-cllcd 


ccii'clnuously  to  insure  they  vere  not  interrupted.  .’Inally,  '..hile 
all  cor-.uni cations  performed  in  a  generally  acceptable  naiiner,  sriz 


c.cuiy.'-.'rnt  ‘.  as  sufficient  for  "che  operaxion,  ax  no  poinx  in  the  ini¬ 
tial  reach  oreration  v;ere  they  scverly  tested. 

As  lenticned  earlier,  once  the  landing  operation  v.'as  inixiatei, 
preestablished  reinforcenent  plans  were  put  into  action.  At  this 
point  Gernan  Army  Group  C  Headquarters  v;as  in  control  of  the  operation 
and  the  20>000  troops  in  the  area.  As  the  force  size  grev;  around  the 
beachhead  the  German  l4th  Anrniy,.  commanded  by  General  von  J.iachenson 
was  given  command  of  operations  in  the  region.  By  28  January,  the 
beachhead  sector  was  so  dense  with  units,  it  v.’as  split  into  three  se¬ 
parate  sectors  for  command  and  control  -  east,  central  and  v.'est.  This 
decentralisation  of  com:nand  and  control  for  defensive  operations  was 
vhe  most  effective  method  for  such  a  large  force  as  it  conducted  defen- 
1.’."'  ''[/cre.xioms.  j^c.vever ,  as  the  Geriaiis  “re_:ared  x}:eir  counter  axxach 
"lens,  final  apiroval  rested  in  the  hands  of  one  person,  Hitler. 


Any  attempt  at  describing  the  role  of  intelligence  operations 
within  the  3d  Infantry  Division  in  isolation  from  simdlar  operations 
of  5th  Army  and  VI  Corps  would  prohibit  an  accurate  evaluation  of 
the  iimportance  of  intelligence  information  in  Operation  Shingle. 
Consequently  it  is  necessary  to  evaluate  the  collection,  analysis, 
and  dissemination  of  intelligence  at  multi-echelons  of  command. 


US  Forces  pre-landing  intelligence  estim.ates  were  prepared  by 
all  .ma^or  headquarters.  5‘th  Army,  VI  Corps,  and  the  3d  Infantry 
Division  G2  estimates  issued  prior  to  D-Day  describe  the  area  of 
operations  in  significant  detail,  each  predicting  only  light 
resistance  to  the  3d  Infantry  Division's  (ID)  beachhead  assault. 

As  late  as  16  January  19^4,  the  Fifth  Army  G2  concluded  that  the 
German  forces  had  no  fresh  reserves  and  only  a  few  tired  replacements 
which  could  be  used  to  occupy  established  defensive  positions  in 
the  VI  Corps  zone.  The  estimate  further  highlighted  an  increasing 
number  of  indications  that  German  resistance  on  the  Fifth  Army 
Front  would  continue  to  ebb  due  to  casualties,  exhaustion,  and 
possible  lowering  morale  in  enemy  units.  iiS* 

Similarly,  3d  ID  G2  estimates,  as  well  as  those  of  VI  Corps, 
predicted  limited  resistence  to  the  initial  landing,  coupled  with 
the  possibility  of  heavy  and  highly  mobile  coxuiterattacks  along 
the  inland  route  to  Cistema.  Internal  security  projections  by 
the  3d  Infantry  Division  G2  seemed  to  support  the  general  allied 
conviction  that  the  German  forces  would  know  that  the  invasion  was 
to  take  place,  but  that  the  specific  location,  time,  and  date  of 
the  assault  could  remain  secure  until  undertaken 

Ins  ccnclusicns  reached  by  allied  intelligence  analysts  appear 
me  nave  teen  quite  accurate.  The  3d  ID  encountered  light  resistence 
to  its  initial  landing,  with  strong  German  counterattacks  occurring 
in  response  to  unit  advances  while  moving  inland.  Likewise,  a 
revie'w  of  the  German  intelligence  situation  reveals  that  3d  ID 
estimates  of  potential  operations  security  successes  were  accurate 
as  well. 

Through  various  intelligence  collection  means  and  analysis, 
German  commanders  were  aware  that  an  allied  amphibious  landing  was 
to  occur.  German  Air  Fbrce  photographic  reconnaissance  of  the 
’Naples  area  revealed  the  build-up  of  nearly  400,000  tons  of  supplies 
and  equipm.ent,  and  the  near  total  restoration  of  the  once-destreyed 
ports  of  the  city.  Hov;ever,  following  these  initial  photographs, 
adverse  weather  and  allied  air  raids  upon  German  aerial  reconnais¬ 
sance  aircraft  bases  precluded  further  photography  of  the  area. -5-7 
Consequently,  German  intelligence  agencies  were  denied  not  only 
observation  of  the  movement  ’of  soldiers  and  supplies  to  ships,  but 
also  the  movement  of  these  ships  to  the  assault  landing  area.  These 
intelligence  deficiencies  resulted  in  German  coastal  defenses  being 
unprepared  and  caught  by  surprise,  validating  allied  operations 
security  predictions. 

Intelligence  acquisition  and  consumption  by  both  antagonists 
consisted  primarily  of  the  use  of  photographic  aerial  reconnaissance. 


prisoner  cf  v.-ar  interrogations,  analysis  of  captured  enemy  documents, 
unit  ground  reconnaissance  missions,  and  limited  signal  intercept. 


As  aerial  reconnaissance  proved  invaluable  to  the  German 
commas- ders  in  warning  of  the  impending  allied  laioding,  it  also  served 
as  a  significant  analytic  tool  for  the  allies ,  Prior  to  and 
during  the  operation,  a  total  of  208  photo-reconnaissance  sorties 
were  flcv.n  with  some  420  interpretation  reports  issued  in  support  of 
grcund  forces.  These  photo-reconnaissance  missions  resulted  in  the 
total  loss  of  2  aircraft  while  8  others  incurred  heavy  damage  during 
the  first  10  days  of  the  operation.'^®  Photographic  interpretation 
reports  were  generally  passed  via  radio  net  to  division  level  from 
5th  Army  headquarters,  and  by  EH-3  these  reports  were  timely  and 
accurate  enough  to  be  used  in  targeting  allied  counterbattery  fires. 
Although  precluded  by  adverse  weather  conditions,  photo-reconnais¬ 
sance  plans  in  support  of  the  ooeration  called  for  a  minimum  of  3 
high  altitude  sorties  per  day.^ 


Although  extremely  useful  for  terrain  analysis  and  identifying 
large  enemy  defenses,  there  were  limitations  and  difficulties 
associated  with  photo-reconnaissance  capabilities.  Daily  damage 
to  the  highly  sensitive  photographic  equipment  was  significant  and 
often  resulted  in  poor  quality  photographs  for  interpretation. 
Further  degrading  the  analytic  quality  of  these  photographs  was 
the  poor  images  produced  by  the  existing  lenses.  From  altitudes 
in  excess  of  10,000  feet  photographic  image  quality  was  inadequate 
for  the  purposes  of  defining  enemy  defenses.  In  cases  v;here  greater 
detail  'was  imperative,  special  missions  had  to  be  flov;n  from  belcw 
IC.rcO  feet.  Such  low  level  aerial  reconnaissance  often  resulted 


in  extensive  dem.age  to  aircraft  and  further  deterioration  of  the 


jhcsegraphic  capability ..5b 


The  dissemination  of  photographic  analysis  in  a  timely  manner 
proved  to  be  a  problem  as  well.  The  time  needed  to  interpret  and 
disseminate  m.ission  analysis  reports  was  extensive,  and  the  use 
of  these  reports  below  the  division  level  usually  proved  impractical. 
With  few  other  sources  available,  division  subordinate  commanders 
vjere  forced  to  rely  upon  -dangerous  ground  reconnaissance  missions 
to  identify  detailed  defenses. 


Significant  use  of  ground  reconnaissance  existed  at  the  division 
level  by  both  the  German  and  allied  forces.  3^  intelligence 
ccllecticn  plans  assigned  detailed  ground  reconnaissance  missions 
ro  each  regiment  on  a  daily  basis  while  at  least  three  or  four 
special  r.issicns  per  day  'were  conducted  at  the  direction  of  the 
Tivision  Intelligence  Officer.  Likev/ise,  German  forces  relied 
heavily  upon  ground  reconnaissance.  Due  to  the  German  lack  of  air 
superiority  in  the  area  and  the  adverse  weather  conditions  v/hich 
precluded  routine  air  support,  US  forces  repeatedly  felt  xhe'prcbing 
of  small  German  ground  reconnaissance  units  throughout  their  sectors. 


Another  valuable  source  of  intelligence  proved  to  be  the 
prisoners  of  v/ar  captured  throughout  the  period.  For  the  Germans, 
allied  captured  provided  much  needed  order  of  battle,  personality, 
and  morale-related  information.  Conversely,  German  prisoners  of 


war  proved  to  be  a  significant  source  of  information  concerning  the 
movement  of  enemy  reserves  throughout  the  area  for  the  3d  ID. 

In  total  the  3d  Infantry  Division  c^aptured  some  ^08  prisoners 
between  22  January  and  2  February  19^4.31  The  im.pcrtance  of  these 
prisoners  as  sources  of  information  is  best  de.monstrated  by  the 
method  in  which  they  Vvere  evacuated,  interrogated,  and  further 
processed.  Upon  the  3d  Infantry  Division's  landing  at  Anzio,  a 
VI  Corps  Prisoner  of  War  (PW)  Cage  was  established  at  the  beachhead. 

PWs  captured  by  the  3d  ID  were  im.mediately  evacuated  to  the 
beachhead  cage  v/here  detailed  interrogations  were  begun.  PWs  were 
not  released  until  interrogations  v/ere ‘complete ,  and  then  only  after 
the  VI  Corps  G2  had  specifically  approved  their  evacuation.  This 
added  administrative  and  logistical  burden  so  close  to  the  combat 
area  demonstrates  the  importance  of  the  intelligence  which  was 
available  through  this  source. 

Captured  documents  also  played  a  valuable  role  for  both 
adversaries.  Captured  German  documents  proved  invaluable  in  documen¬ 
ting  German  order-of-battle  information  for  the  allied  forces.  From 
such  documents  a  significant  quantity  of  information  regarding  German 
units,  personalities,  and  supplies  was  made  available  to  allied 
analysts.  Similarly,  German  use  of  captured  documents  was  also  ex¬ 
tensive,  and  although  not  totally  clear,  evidence  does  exist  which 
supports  the  probability  that  the  Germans  came  into  possession  of 
the  allied  landing  plan  immediately  following  the  initial  landing 
This  immediate  insight  to  the  nature  of  the  operation  allov/ed  them 
to  readily  reinforce  their  defenses  in  the  landing  area  with  the 
ass^irance  that  the  main  thrust  of  the  attach  had  been  identified. 

Although  the  magnitude  of  signal  intercept  and  analysis 
operations  by  the  German  and  US  forces  is  not  clearly  evident, 
there  are  strong  indications  that  on  a  large  scale  their  role  in 
the  overall  operation  was  significant. 

As  mentioned  previously,  German  aerial  reconnaissance  of  the 
Naples  area  convinced  Kesselring  that  an  allied  landing  was  forth¬ 
coming.  This  conclusion  was  further  supported  by  January  1944 
signal  intercepts  of  allied  communications  by  the  Germans  which  in¬ 
dicated  that  the  attack  was  imm.inent.  Also  noteworthy  are  the  3d 
Infantry  Division  security  cautions  to  friendly  units  that  German  tanks 
had  a  tank-mounted  SIGINT  collection  capability  between  20-40  .mega¬ 
cycles  and  could  .monitor  all  friendly  radio  transmissions  in  that 
frequency  range.  Whether  this  was  simply  a  normal  radio  monitoring 
capability  or  a  true  SIGINT  collection  capability  is  unclear. 

Little  reference  to  allied  SIGINT  capabilities  and  utilization 
•was  uncovered,  except  that  associated  with  the  Allied  SIGINT  oper¬ 
ation  code-named  "ULTRA".  It  is  clear  that  General  Clark  was  made 
a’vvare  of  ULTRA  information  prior  to  €he  invasion  which  depicted 
m.ajor  German  forces  north  of  the  Gustav  Line,  and  that  he  was  aware 
of  the  German  preparations  to  counterattack  prior  to  3  February  1944. 
There  are  indications  that  he  passed  this  sanitized  ULTRA  infor¬ 
mation  to  Gen  Lucas  when  on  3  February  1944  he  told  Luces  to 


stop,  dig- in,  and  prepare  for  heavy  counterattacks.  Also  likely, 
but  not  entirely  clear,  is  the  probability  that  intelligence  inzor- 
nation  obtained  through  ULTRA  v;as  being  dioruiced  by  5th  Arr.y  and 
passed  to  subordinate  units  as  inforr.aticn  cbtained  frcn  enc-r.y 
prisoners  of  v.’ar..'3i 


How  valuable  did  intelligence  collection,  ana''y,~is,  and 
disseninaticn  prove  to  be  during  Cperaticr.  Anir.-lei  The  .rr.s'.ver  is 
relatively  clear.  From  photo-reconnaisrcnce  '  •  c  ir.tercept 

means,  the  German  forces  were  made  aware  of  an  ir.nir.cnt  allied 
landing  which  allowed  them  the  opportunity  to  ce-gin  defensive 
preparations.  Although  the  allied  attack  car.e  at  an  unkno.vn 
location  and  occurred  some  15  to  30  days  prior  to  the  time  it  had 
been  predicted,  the  fact  that  Kesselring  was  already  in  the  defensive 
planning  process  certainly  added  to  his  ability  to  respond  rapidly 
once  the  landing  location  was  ascertained. 

Allied  use  of  intelligence  appears  to  have  been  equally  as 
important.  Intelligence  collections  plans  were  thorough,  information 
was  passed  to  commanders  in  as  timely  a  manner  as  technology 
permitted,  and  all  evidence  suggests  that  intelligence  information 
played  an  important  role  in  the  tactical  decisions  of  ground 
commanders. 


In  preparation  for  the  Anzio  landing,  extensive  joint  planning 
was  critical.  US  ground  forces  relied  heavily  upon  the  Air  Corps 
to  both  prepare  the  beachhead  for  landing  and  to  interdict  German 
attempts  to  reinforce  their  defenses  in  the  area.  Planning  called 
fer  the  Tactical  Air  Corps,  aided  by  strategic  air  assets,  to 
begin  bc.mbing  enemy  airfields  prior  to  D-lay  to  destroy  enemy  air 
forces  and  to  destroy  Germ.an/ltalian  lines  of  co.m.municaticn  bei'.veen 
Rome  and  northern  Italy.  This  effort  was  intended  to  insure 
friendly  air  superiority  over  the  beachhead  on  D-Day,  while 
simultaneously  interrupting  enemy  communications  north  to  south 
prior  to  the  landing  to  preclude  heavy  troop  and  equipment  movements. 
Commencing  on  D-Day,  the  mission  of  the  tactical  air  forces  was  to 
shift  to  the  Anzio  area  where  air  missions  included  isolation  of 
the  beachhead  by  destroying  bridges,  road  transport,  and  enemy  3^ 

columns  and  troop  concentrations  wixhin  beachhead  striking  distances.'^ 


Air  operations  prior  to  D-Day  went  generally  as  planned  w’ith 
actual  success  unclear.  Although  damage  to  enemy  air  forces  was 
severe,  there  is  no  evidence  that  the  allied  attempt  to  sever 
er.e.my  lines  of  communications  was  successful. 


Air  operations  on  D-Day  however  clearly  represent  an  allied 
success.  Sc.me  120  sorties  were  flown  to  isolate  the  beachhead,  and 
enemy  troop  movements  v;ere  severely  restricted  until  adverse 
weather  precluded  further  air  support  missions. 33  Actual  field 
reports  reflect  no  use  of  air  in  close  support  of  ground  forces 
at  the  beachhead,  and  little  along  in-land  advances  by  allied 
ground  forces. 


Anticipating  an  allied  offensive,  Kesselring  concluded  that 
the  allies  would  attempt  a  landing  north  of  the  Gustav  Line  to  cut 


the  Ger.T.an  lines  of  communication  and  force  the  German  v.'ithdrawal . 

In  response  he  planned  the  strengthening  of  coastal  defenses. 

Constrained  by  limited  manpower  and  resources,  Kesselring 
elected  to  establish  lightly  defended  coastal  positions  while 
maintaining  highly  mobile  reserve  forces  which  would  permit  him  to 
mass  his  forces  rapidly  to  thwart  major  allied  offensive  successes. 
His  intent  had  been  characteristic  of  the  German  methods  of  defense 
throughout  the  Italian  cam.paign.  Supported  by  Hitler  and  generally 
accepted  by  the  Italians,  Kesselring  believed  in  manning  light 
defenses  with  less  experienced  troops,  v/hile  maintaining  a  heavy 
and  highly  mobile  reserve  of  experienced  and  combat  effective 
units  to  concentrate  and  destroy  enemy  penetrations.  3(o 

At  lower  levels,  and  as  experienced  at  Anzio,  this  philosophy 
evolved  into  very  light  and  ill-equipped  coastal  defenses  with  a 
series  of  well-armed  and  experienced  soldiers  manning  strong  points 
along  major  routes  of  advance  inland.  These  strong-points  were 
equipped  with  machine  and  anti-tank  guns,  and  in  many  cases  were 
supported  by  tanks.  Demonstrating  excellent  fields  of  interlocking 
fire,  these  strong-points  proved  to  be  significant  obstacles  to 
the  allied  advance. 

Having  been  halted  in  their  conventional  advance  in-land  by  a 
successful  series  of  such  strongpoints ,  MG  Truscott  attempted  to 
further  the  3d  Infantry  Division’s  advance  by  using  the  cover  of 
darkness  to  infiltrate  behind  enemy  units  to  force  their  withdrawal . 
This  tactic  also  failed  after  stiff  resistance  at  Cisterna  was 
encountered ,  and  heavy  enemy  minefields  stooped  the  forward  movement 
c;  ran/.s. 

Having  been  halted  while  atte.mpting  the  infiltration  technique, 
future  3d  ID  offenses  were  characteristically  more  deliberate  in' 
their  design.  Prefaced  by  heavy  artillery  barrages  and  the  use  of 
smoke  to  isolate  the  objective,  elements  of  the  3d  Infantry  Division 
advanced  on  Cisterna  with  a  more  traditional  force."  Infantry 
forces  supported  by  Sherman  tanks  and  M-10  tank  destroyers  however 
continued  to  encounter  stiff  enemy  resistance.  Although  close 
air  support  had  been  planned,  adverse  weather  precluded  it  and  the 
operation  stalled. 

German  offensive  tactics  demonstrated  a  similar  combined 
arms  approach.  Germ.an  attacks  generally  began  at  O615  or  I73O 
hours,  and  were  preceeded  by  heavy  artillery  barrages.  Infantry 
advarices  were  generally  supported  by  tanks.. 

Cn  a  smaller  scale,  German  platoons  routinely  attempted  to 
infiltrate  through  gaps  in  allied  defenses,  and  to  flank  defensive 
positions  forcing  their  withdrawal.  Series  of  such  successes  were 
intended  to  v/eaken  enemy  defenses  and  force  their  rearward  movement. 
Tank  platoons,  considered  by  the  Germans  as  primarily  offensive 
weapons  and  units,  were  generally  heavily  camouflaged  with  natural 
materials  and  deployed  on  line  when  used  in  the  defense.  In  the 
offense,  they  were  employed  in  column  until  resistence  was 
encountered.  Upon  meeting  resistence  they  would 


deploy'’  on  line  or  in  the  v;edge  formation,  or  v;ould  attempt  a 
flanking  movement  while  the  lead  tank  continued  to  drav/  fire. 

In  the  offense,  German  forces  at  Anzio  generally  attacked  in 
tv.'o  waves.  The  initial  wave  penetrated  enemy  defensives,  attempting 
to  reach  supporting  artillery  positions.”  The  second  wave  perfcrmed 
clearing  operations  around  the  point  of  penetration,  and  secured 
the  shoulders. 

In  preparation  for  the  operation,  allied  forces  trained  very 
similar  offensive  tactics,  integrating  the  combined  arms  concept. 
Assault  rehearsals  with  the  Navy  were  practiced  repeatedly  at 
Naples,  and  night  operations  training  became  routine.  Consistent 
combined  arms  training  was  the  standard. 

The  Anzio  operation  between  22  January  and  2  February  19^4, 
is  best  characterized  by  the  German’s  highly  successful  use  of 
combined  arms  forces  and  integrated  strong  points  along  the  inland 
avenues  of  approach  to  significantly  slow  the  allied  advance  towards 
Cisterna,  allowing  for  the  rapid  build-up  of  their  reserve  forces. 
The  3d  ID,  plagued  by  heavy  cloud  cover  and  German  strongpoints 
adopted  both  infiltration  and  deliberate  attack  tactics  with  only 
minimal  success. 


The  3d  Infantry  Division,  having  participated  in  the  landings 
and  fighting  in  North  Africa  and  Sicily,  was  an  experienced  and 
capable  co.mbat  division.  Training  in  preparation  of  the  Anzio 
landing  had  been  extensive  and  included  physical  conditioning, 


bcx  as 
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anticipated  pre-invasion  training  also  included 
barbed  wire  and  barrier  negotiations,  and  pill- 
Throughout  the  operation  3d  Infantry  Division 


and  combat  effectiveness  was  excellent.  The  actual  German 


experience  however  is  somewhat  unclear. 

Allied  intelligence  reports  on  16  January  1944  speculated  that 
German  soldiers  were  exhausted  and  that  their  morale  was  weakening. 
Reports  indicate  that  the  German  soldiers  were  unused  to  preparing 
defensive  positions  and  were  inexperienced  in  mountain  operations. 

It  'was  initially  reported  that  they  were  without  the  necessary 
winter  clothing  and  equipm.ent,  and  consequently  in  a  poor  state  of 
.0:0 rale . 

y.cst  of  these  reports  were  substantiated  by  German  FV.’s  encountered 
i.m.mediately  following  the  Anzio  landing.  PV/s  reported  that  the 
Hermann  Gechring  Division  had  been  moved  into  the  area  fcr  rest 
and  refitting,  and  was  ill-prepared  for  the  ensuing  battle. 

The  reliability  of  these  reports  must  be  questioned  in  view 
of  the  effectiveness  of  the  German  defense.  Combat  reports  commencing 
on  D-t-l  reveal  that  morale  was  high  and  that  the  units  were  in  fact 
quite  co.mbat  effective.  The  level  of  the  resistance  to  the  allied 
advances  attests  to  their  condition. 


Of  additional  note  v.'as  the  condition  and  training  of  US  Ranger 
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I 
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forces  prior  to  the  landing.  During  pre-landing  rehearsals  by  the 
Rangers  in  the  Naples  area,  training  deficiencies  had  been  identified, 
and  included  shortcomings  in  night  operations  as  well  as  noise 
discipline.  Colonel  Darby  v/as  later  to  explain  these  deficiencies 
as  a  result  of  the  loss  of  experienced  personnel  during  prior 
engagements.  Replacements  were  ne’.vly  trained  and  lached  the  combat 
experience  of  their  predecessors . 37 

The  actual  impact  of  these  deficiencies  during  the  Rangers 
assault  at  Cistema  is  unclear.  VJhether  the  Ranger  forces  alerted 
German  defenses  as  a  result  of  inefficient  and  noisy  movement 
towards  Cisterna  or  if  the  German  positions  were  merely  well-prepared 
and  \inusually  alert  is  not  known.  In  any  event,  the  Ranger  force 
did  begin  the  landing  and  the  ensuing  engagements  at  less  than 
optimum  readiness . 

Leadership  within  the  3d  ID  and  among  the  array  of  German 
forces  with  which  they  were. confronted  appears  to  have  been  ex¬ 
cellent.  Constrained  by  the  fact  that  their  forces  had  to  be 
moved  often  in  piecemeal  fashion  to  meet  the  3d  ID  advance,  the 
German  success  can  only  be  attributed  to  exceptional  small  \mit 
leadership.  Strongpoints,  frequently  manned  at  the  squad  level, 
proved  significant  obstacles  to  the  3d  ID  advance.  Reinforcements 
were  moved  vast  distances  rapidly  and  efficiently,  and  were  prepared 
to  defend  immediately  upon  reaching  their  positions.  Such 
accomplishments  attest  to  the  leadership  and  training  of  the  German 
forces  opposing  the  allies. 

Leadership  in  the  3d  ID  appears  to  have  been  equally  as 
r.oti'-:cTxhy ,  Unit  commar:ders  demonstrated  excellent  camtlefield 
flexibility,  and  the  unit's  noncom.missioned  officers  were  awarded 
many  medals  of  valor  and  bravery. 
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In  the  early  morning  hours  of  22  January  1944j  VI 
Corps  of  Lt.  Gen.  Mark  V.’.  Clark's  Fifth  Army  landed  on  the 
Italian  coast  below  Pome  and  established  a  beachhead  far 
behind  the  enemy  lines.  "In  the  four  months  between  this 
landing  and  Fifth  Army's  May  1944  offensive,  the  short 
stretch  of  coast  known  as  the  Anzio  beachhead  v.'as  the  scene 
of  one  of  the  most  courageous  and  bloody  dramas  of  the  war. 
"The  Germans  threw  attack  after  attack  against  the  beach¬ 
head  in  an  effort  to  drive  the  landing  force  into  the  sea. 
After  the  Allied  landings  in  southern  Italy,  German  forces 
had  fought  a  delaying  action  while  preparing  defensive 
lines  to  their  rear.  The  main  German  defensive  barrier 
guarding  the  approaches  to  Rome  was  the  Gustav  Line,  extending 
across  the  Italian  peninsula  from  Minturno  to  Ortona. 
r^.tr'v  engineers  had  reinforced  -the  natural  mountain  defenses 
v.lth  an  ^lacerate  network  of  pillboxes,  bunkers,  and  mine 
fields. 

The-  Germans  had  also  reorganized  their  forces  to  resist 
the  Allied  advance.  On  21  November  1943>  Field  Marshall 
Albert  Kesselring  took  over  the  command  of  the  entire 
Italian  theater;  Army  Group  C,  under  his  command,  was  divided 
into  two  armies,  the  Tenth  facing  the  southern  front  and 
also  holding  the  Rome  area,  and  the  Fourteenth  guarding 
central  and  northern  Italy.  "In  a  time  otherwise  filled 
v.lth  defeat.  Hitler  was  determined  to  gain  the  prestige  of 
holding  the  Allies  south  of  Rome."  Opposing  the  German 
forces  was  the  Allied  15th  Army  Group,  commanded  by  Gen. 


Sir  Harold  R.L.G.  Alexander,  with  the  U.  S.  RLfth  Arny 
attacking  on  the  western  and  the  British  Eighth  Army  on  the 
eastern  sectors  of  the  front. 

"The  strategy  decided  upon  by  the  Allied  leaders,  an 
amphibious  landing  behind  the  Gustav  line,  had  been  under 
consideration  from  the  time  when  German  intentions  in  Italy 
became  clear.  By  late  October  1943  it  was  evident  the 
Germans  intended  to  compel. the  Allied  forces  to  fight  a 
slow,  costly  battle  up  the  peninsula.  The  purpose  was  to 
turn  the  German  flank,  gaining  a  passage  to  the  routes  to 
Rome,  and  threaten  the  German  lines  of  communication  and 
supply.  The  plan  for  the  landing  was  called  SHINGLE."^ 

The  final  plans  for  SHINGLE  v/ere  completed  on  12  January 
1944.  ]!>-Day  was  set  for  22  January,  0200  hours.  "After 

tr.e  landing  and  during  the  critical  days  of  the  Anzio 
campaign  in  mid- February ,  operations  on  the  southern  front, 
except  at  Cassino,  were  at  a  standstill. "Because  of 
this  stalemate  in  the  south,  the  enemy  was  able  to  hold 
the  Fifth  and  Eighth  Armies  at  bay  with  fewer  troops  than 
he  assembled  before  Anzio  in  an  all-out  effort  to  drive 
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71  Corps  from  its  beachhead."  ' 

At  the  beginning  of  February  General  Kackensen' s 
Fourteenth  Army  was  preparing  to  strike.  ."Hitler  had 
personally  ordered  that  the  'abscess'  below  Rome  be  removed, 
whatever  the  cost."^^  Having  stopped  the  Allied  drive  toward 

m 

Cisterna  and  Campoleone,  the  Germans  renewed  their  prepar¬ 
ations  for  an  all-out  offensive  toward  the  Anzio  beachhead. 
For  the  first  two  weeks  of  February,  while  these  preparations 


were  'cinder  ray,  the  Germans  believed  that  VI  Corps  might 
again  attack  tov^ard  Cisterna  and  Campoleone  in  an  effort 
to  break  out  of  the  beachhead.  They  also  thought  that  the 
Allies  might  attempt  another  ajnphibious  landing  northwest 
of  Anzic,  coordinate  it  v.lth  a  drive  from  the  beachhead 
area  across  the  Koletta  River  to  the  northwest.  "The 
German  attacks  of  early  February  were  designed  not  only  to 
pave  the  way  for  the  enemy.’ s  main  offensive  but  also,  by 
maintaining  constant  pressure  on  VI  Corps,  to  prevent  the 
Allies  from  reorganizing  for  a  new  drive  out  of  the  beach¬ 
head."^  The  situation  and  mission  of  the  Fourteenth  Army 
was  summarized  on  5  February  in  its  Journal  as; 

"Fourteenth  Army  intends  to  prevent  the  enlarging  of 
the  A.r.zio  beachhead,  and  to  prepare  an  attack  to  eliminate 


A  number  of  army  units  are  remnants  from  various 


crgcu'-izaticns  and  are  not  able  to  mount  an  attack  at  this 
time;  during  the  last  daj's,  they  had  to  be  used  in  the  front 
lines  to  prevent  an  enemy  breakthrough.  With  these  forces 
a  strong  assault  to  conduct  the  attack  on  the  beachhead 
cannot  be  organized.  Therefore, ^Fourteenth  Army  h.as  planned 
attacks  '.'.ith  limited  objectives  to  suit  various  situations 
as  they  arise.  VTien  the  enemy  is  weakened  by  these  attacks, 
an  all-out  counter  offensive  v.lll  be  launched," 

At  the  same  time,  Fourteenth  Army  again  expressed 
doubt  that  the  Anzio  beachhead  could  be  eliminated  v.lth  the 
forces  available  to  it,  and  requested  Army  Group  C  to  attach 
additional  troops  in  order  that  the  ultimate  mission  of 
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eliminating  the  heachhead  might  be  accomphished.  "The 
initial  assault  to  secure  the  beachhead  by  VI  Corps,  was  to 
land  over  the  beaches  near  Anzio  and.  Uettuno  in  three 
sir.ultaneous  assaults.  All  the  allied  forces  would'  link 
up  to  seize  and  consolidate  a  beachhead  centering  on  the 
port  of  Anzio. The  Germans  foresaw  the  possibility  of 
an  Allied  landing  behind  the  Gustav  Line,  and  strenghtened  . 
the  coastal  positions  that  were  in  the  most  likely  invasion 
areas  as  best  they  could  with  the  limited  number  of  troops 
at  their  disposal.  "Since  it  considered  the  number  of 
German  troops  in  Italy  barely  sufficient  to  hold  the  southern 
front  and ‘strengthen  the  rear  areas,  the  German  High  Command 
in  December  1943  worked  out  an  elaborate  plan  to  reinforce 
German  troops  in  Italy  with  units  from  France,  Germany,  and 


"urcslavia  in  the  event  of  an  Allied  landins:. 


Thus  it 


•ras  that  v.-hile  the  Germans  realized  that  they  did  not  have 
available  sufficient  forces  to  prevent  an  Allied  landing 
behind  the  Gustav  line,  they  believed  that,  they  could  contain 
and  destroy  it  by  hurrying  reinforcements  into  Italy  to  meet 

the  emergency.  "Their  plans  did  not  contemplate  the  with- 
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dra'.val  of  any  substantial  nxunber  of  troops  from  the  southern 
front  to  meet  such  a  threat  to  their  rear."^® 

The  bitter  and  continuous  struggle  along  the  southern 
front  from  November  1943  into  January  1944  forced  the  enemy 
to  comnit  all  of  its  divisions  that  were  fit  for  combat  oo ' 
stop  the  Allied  offensive  at  the  Gustav  Line.  "A  lull  in 
the  fighting  in  early  January  permitted  the  strenghening 


of  forces  in  the  Rome  area  to  resist  an  invation.  Under 

the  command  of  I  Parachute  Corps,  the  29th  and  90th  Panzer 

Grenadier  Divisions  v.'ere  assigned  to  the  Rome  coastal  sector; 

tie  Herman  Goering  Panzer  Division  was  held  as  a  mobile 

reserve  between  Rome  and  the  southern  front.  But  when  the 

American  Fifth  Army  attacked  across  the  Garigliano  on 

18  January,  the  Germans  rushed  the  29th  and  90th  Panzer 

Grenadier  Divisions  southward. "  On  the  eve  of  the  Anzio 

landings  the  Germans  had  almost  denuded-  the  Rome  area  of 

combat  troops  in  order  to  stem  the  Allied  drive  in  the 

south.  The  Germans  had  observed  the  regrouping  of  Allied 

troops  and  Allied  Naval  preparations  in  the  Naples  area; 

and  they  believed  that  the  Allies  had  sufficient  strength 

both  to  maintain  the  offensive  along  the  main  fighting  front 
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and  to  attempt  a  landing  in  the  Rone  area."  But  they 
hoped  to  delay  such  an  invasion  by  counterattacking  in  the 
south;  then,  after  stopping  the  Allies  on  the  Garigliano, 
they  would  draw  back  enough  troops  to  check  a  landing. 

As  the  first  wave  of  craft  hit  the  beach  and  men  rushed 
for  the  cover  of  the  dunes  behind^  there  was  no  enemy  to 
greet  then.  "Pushing  rapidly  inland,  the  astonished  troops 
soon  realized  that  the  highly  unexpected  had  happened. 

Th^=-  Allies  had  caught  the  Germans  completely  off  guard. 
Although  the  Germians  knew  an  amphibious  landing  was. impending, 
they  believed  that,  it  would  not  occur  until  somewhat  later. 

The  two  German  divisions  that  had  been  assigned  to  guard 
the  coast  had  been  sent  to  the  southern  front  only  three 


de^s  before,  and  the  coastal  sector  and  area  south  of  Rome 
were  held  by  only  skeleton  forces.  Consequently,  e.xcept 
for  a  few  small  coast  artillery  and  .antiaircraft  detachments, 
the  only  immediate  resistance  to  the  Anzio  landing  came  from 
scattered  elements  of  the  29th  Panzer  Grenadier  Division. 
"Only  three  engineer  companies  and  the  2nd  Battalion,  71st 
Panzer  Grenadier  Regiment,  had  been  left  to  guard  th^  coast 
from  the  mouth  of  the  Tiber  River  through  Anzio  to  the  1 
Mussolini  Canal:  one  9-ndle  stretch  of  the  coast  was  occupied 
by  a  single  company."-^  Furthermore,  the  troops  in  the 
Anzio  area  had  not  been  warned  that  an  Allied  landing  was 
imminent.  The  coastal  defenses  were  limited  to  scattered 
mine  fields  along  Peter  Beach  used  by  the  British  1st 
Divisions  some  pillboxes,  most  of  v;hich  were  not  even  manned; 
an.'i  scattered  Artillery  pieces— a  few  88' s  and  several  old 
Italicr.,  French,  and  Yugoslav  pieces— most  of  which  were 
not  even  fired  against  the  attackers.  By  24  January  the 
3rd  Division  had  occupied  the  right  sector  of  the  initial 
beachhead  along  the  Mussolini  Canal. 

"Although  the  An2;io  landing  and  initial  Allied  buildup 
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•.vere  \cLrtually  unopposed  by  German  land  forces,  the  enemy 
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reacted  swiftly  to  meet  the  emergency."  Headquarters 
of  Army  Group  C  immediately  alerted  elements  of  the  4th 
Parachute  and  Hermann  Goering  Panzer  Divisions  south  of 
Rome  and  ordered  them  to  defend  the  roads  leading  from 
Anzio  toward  Colli  Laziali.  At  0600  on  22  January,  Germany 
set  in  motion  the  prearranged  plan  to  rush  troops  from 


outside  of  Italy  to  stem  the  Allied  invasion.  Two  divisions 
and  many  lesser  units  started  at  once  from  France,  Yugoslavia, 
and  Germany  itself.  Three  divisions  of  the  Fourteenth 
Army  in  northern  Italy  were  alerted  and  left  for  the  Pome 
area  on  22-23  January.  To  com.mand  the  defense,  I  Parachute 
Corps  reestablished  its  headquarters  in  the  area  below  Rome 
at  1700  on  22  January.  "All  available  reserves  from  the 
southern  front  or  on  their  way  to  it  were  rushed  toward 
Anzio:  these  included  the  3rd  Panzer  Grenadier  and  71st 
Infantry  Divisions,  and  the  bulk  of  the  Hermann  Goering 
Panzer  Division.  While  these  forces  were  assembling,  the 
German  Air  Force  bombed  the  beachhead  area  and  its  supporting 
naval  craft  in  order  to  delay  an  Allied  advance  inland. 

For  the  i-irst  two  days,  the  German  defenders  believed  that 
they  wore  too  weak  to  step-  on  Allied  advance  against  Colli 
Laziali;  but  from  the  evening  of  24  January  they  were 
confident  that  they  could  contain  the  beachhead  forces  and, 
as  soon  as  they  had  substantially  completed  their  concen¬ 
tration.  launched  a  counterattack  that  would  vn.pe  out  the 
Allied  beachhead.  ' 

Army  Group  C  on  24  January  ordered  the  Fourteenth  Army 
to  .take  over  the  cormiand  of  the  German  eperatiens  before 
Anzio.  "’Ancn  the  Fourteenth  Army,  commanded  by  Gen.  Eberhard 
Von  Fackensen,  assumed  control  on  25  January,  elements  of 
eight  German  divisions  were  employed  in  the  defense  line 
around  the  beachhead,  and  five  more  divisions  with  many 
supporting  units  were  on  their  way  to  the  Anzio  area."-^' 
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meuiuiB  ana  tv;o  iielQ  regiments  of  artillery  in  support,  to 
take  the  Factory  (Aprilia)  near  Carroceto.  The  3rd  Battalion 
29th  Panzer  Grenadier  Pegiment  (3rd  Panzer  Grenadier  La vision 
had  occupied  the  factory  the  night  before  on  25  January. 

The  Germans  v.'ere  defeated  but  counterattacked  strongly  the 
next  day. 

Far  more  dangerous  to  both  beach  and  shipping  were  the 
constant  Luftuffe  raids.  I'The  German  Air  Force  put  up  its 
biggest  air  effort  since  Sicily  in  an  attempt  to  cut  off 
Allied  Supplies.  Small  flights  of  fighter- bombers  strafed 
and  bombed  the  beach  and  port  areas  every  few  hours.  The 
most  serious  threat,  however,  was  the  raiding  by  medium 
bombers  squadrons  hastily  brought  back  from  Greece  and  the 
torpedo  and  glider  bombers  from  airfields  in  southern  France. 
Gkinming  in  low  at  dusk  from  the  sea  through  the  smoke  end 
hail  of  ack-ack  fire,  they  released,  bombs,  torpedoes,  end 
radio-controlled  glider  bombs  on  th®  crowded  shipping  in  the 
harbor."^®  In  three  major  raids,  on  23,  2L,  and  26  January, 
they  sank  a  British  destroyer  and  a  hospital  ship,  damaged 
another  hospital  ship,  and  beachea  a  Liberty  ship.-  •  The  two 
heevic-st  raids  came  at  dusk  and  midnight  on  29  January,  when 
IIQ  Dornier  21?' s,  junkers  88' s,  and  Kesserschmitt  210’ s 
sank  a  Liberty  ship  and  the  British  antiaircraft  cruiser 
Srartan. 

As  previously  noted,  VI  Corps  prepared  to  launch  its 
offensive  toward  Cisterna  and  Campoleone  on  J>0  January,  and 
the  German  forces  were  being  regrouped  for  the  major  counter- 
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offensive.  "Thirty  infantry  hattalions.  supported  by  arr^or 
and  artillery,  were  being  organised  into  combat  groups  for 
this  offensive,  and  six  more  infantry  battalions  were  to  be 
held  in  reserve.  The  German  main  line  of  resistance  was 
established  in  front  of  Cisterna  and  Campoleone,  and 
forward  positions  v/ere  strongly  held."-^^ 

The  Germans  had  not  only  succeeded  in  rushing  up 
reinforcements  in  wholly  unexpected  strengths,  but  had  also 
built  up  a  strong  system  of  defenses  barring  the  approaches 
to  Cisterna  and  Campoleone.  Every  house  and  village  was 
concerted  into  a  strong  point  and  these  were  connected  by 
well- camouflaged  machine  gun  nests  and  rifle  pits.  Tanks 
and  ro\ring  self-propelled  guns  and  massed  artillery  and 
nebelwerfer  fire  supported  these  positions.  "Sniping  and 
infiltration  by  small  enemy  groups  continued  long  after  key 
defense  points  were  seized,  and  the  infantry  continually 
had  to  mop  up  bypassed  pockets  of  Germans  who  fired  on  them 
from  the  rear."^*^ 

V.hile  the  Allied  offensive  of  50  January-1  February 
made  only  one  important  penetration,  the  German  Fourteenth 
Army  -.vas  forced  to  commit  the  bulk  of  its  combat  forces  to 
stem  the  VI  Corps  advance.  In  fact.  Allied  armor  came  very 
close  to  effecting  a  breakthrough  at  Campoleone  Station  on 
31  January.  "For  these  first  nine  days.  Fourteenth  Army  had 
to  postpone  a  large-scale  counterattack  to  v.lpe  out  the  Allied 
beachhead,  and  to  limit  its  immediate  mission  to  defense — 
preventing  the  Allied  troops  from  expanding  their  beachhead 
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snd  inflicting  on  them  as  heavy  loses  as  possible." 

"Cn  1  February  Fourteenth  Army  for  the  first  time  expressed 

c:ubt  that  it  had  sufficient  strength  to  eliminate  the 

Anzio  beachhead.  The  German  losses  in  the  fighting  of 

31  January  were  heavy.  Nevertheless,  Fourteenth  Army  was 

ordered  to  hold  assault  troops  in  readiness  to  launch  a 
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counteroffensive  at  the  first  opportune  moment, The 
Germains  themselves  counterattacked  strongly  west  of  Cisterna 
at  dav/n  on  1  February  with  the  71st  Infantry  Division  and  the 
Hermann  Goering  Panzer  Division.  But  German  attempts  on  1- 
2  February  to  recover  their  former  forward  positions  in 
front  of  their  main  line  of  resistance  were  repulsed.  On 
2  February  the  Germans  v/ere  also  forced  to  draw  back  their 
main  line  of  resistance  in  the  71st  Division  sector  north' 
c:  Carano!  this  division  had  suffered  heavy  loses  and  had 
tc  shorten  its  front  in  order  to  strengthen  its  position. 

As  soon  as  VI  Corps  halted  its  offensive  after  three 
days  of  heavy  fighting.  Fourteenth  Army  renewed  preparations 
for  a  major  counterattack.  The  weight  and  accuracy  of  Allied 
artillery  fire  delayed  this  attai^k,  "The  Germans  attributed 
the  partial  failure  of  the  counterattack  launched  by  the 
Hermann  Goering  Panzer  Division  on  1-2  February  to  the 
cemoralizing  effect  of  Allied  artillery  fire.  On  2  February, 
the  artillery  communications  net  of  combat  Group  Graeser  was 
totally  destroyed;  the  loss  of  fire  direction  charts  forced 
a  2L-hour  postponement  of  the  counterattack  on  the  bulge  north 
of  the  Factory. On  2  February  alsOf  Army  Group  C  ordered 


the  transfer  of  troops  to  meet  the  threatened  invasion  at 
Civitavecchia,  and  announced  its  intention  of  transferring 
scr.e  troops  from  Fourteenth  Army  to  bolster  the  Cassino 
fron.t.  Such  factors  were  to  limit  the  German  Counterattack 
of  5  February  to  a  preliminary  drive  against  the  bulge  north 
of  the  Factory,  and  require  a  postponement  of  the  major 
German  counteroffensive  to  16  February. 
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SECTION  IV 

THE  FIGHT 


3RD  INFANTRY  DIVISION 
OPERATIONS 
AT 

ANZIQ 


22  JANUARY  1944 


The 

destroy 
beschhesd 
tiussol  ini 


Third  In-fantry  Division  mission  wes  to  li-nd, 
enemy  beach  defenses,  and  capture  an  initial 
line  extending  generally  to  the  line  o-f  ttie 
Canal  and  its  northwest  branch.  The  di vi si  on  '  s 


left  boundary  was  the  highway  between  ANZIO  and  ALBANO. (1) 
The  division  and  its  attached  units  landed  on  schedule  at 
0200  hours  in  the  beach  area  designated  X-RAY.  X-RAY  was 
subdivided  into  four  assault  beaches:  YELLOW  BEACH  just 
east  of  the  town. of  ANZIO  was  assigned  to  the  6615th  Ranqer 
Force  (Provisional),  RED  BEACH  (F920165  -  F930156)  was 
subdivided  into  RED  BEACH  2  on  the  left  (west)  which  was 
assigned  to  the  7th  Infantry  Regiment  and  RED  BEACH  1  on  the 
right  assigned  to  the  30th  Infantry  Regiment,  and  GREEN 
BEACH  (F930156  -  F936152)  on  the  division's  right  flank 
across  which  the  15th  Infantry  Regiment  would  land.  The 
three  regiments  landed  simultaneously  with  one  beach  assault 
battalion  per  regiment  (1—7  Inf,  2-30  Inf  and  3-15  Inf)  on 
each  beach. (2)  _ 
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On  RED  BEACH  2,  1—7  Inrantry  cleared  the  unde-f ended 
beach  obstacles  and  had  begun  moving  toward  OBJECTIVE  £ 
(F8721)  by  0325  hours.  The  battalion  captured  30  very 


surprised  Germans  from  the  engineer  companies  c-f  the  29th 
F'anzer  Grenadier  Division  on  Objective  E.  (3)  2-7  In-f  landed 

at  0240  hours  and  moved  to  OBJECTIVE  E-1  (F910205)  -from 
which  it  sent  patrols  to  the  north  and  northeast.  One 
strong  reconnaissance  patrol  reached  OBJECTIVE  D  along  the 
ANZIO  -  ALBANO  road.  3-7  In-f  was  the  last  battalion  to  land 


and  had  occupied  OBJECTIVE  E-2  (F9220>  by  1200  hours.  In 
the  a-fternoon  the  regiment  was  ordered  to  "occupy  areas  A 
and  D  (an  area  4000  yards  east  and  southeast  o-f  the  road 
junction  at  F982268)  with  strong  combat  patrols  and  move  the 
whole  regiment  in  at  night  i-f  the  area  was  -found 
tenable".  (4)  1-7  In-f  established  contact  with  the  Rangers  at 
F8718  who  had  landed  at  YELLOW  BEACH  at  1620  hours.  At  1800 
hours  the  3-7  In-f  began  its  move  from  E-2  to  A  closing  in 
the  area  southwest  of  CASALE  TORRE  DI  PADI6LI0NE  by  2315. 
At  1830  hours  2-7  Inf  began  its  move  from  E-l  to  D.  The  1-7 
Inf  was  placed  in  regimental  reserve  at  2000  hours.  On  this 
day  the  7th  Infantry  had  sustained  the.  bulk  of  the  3ID 
casualties  which  were  10  KIA  (8  to  mines, 1  drowning  and  1 
gunshot  wound)  and  29  WIA. (5) 
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On  RED  BEACH  1,  2-30  Inf  reached 

ACCIARELLA  road,  2000  yards  behind  the  beach 
No  machinegun,  mines  or  artillery  fire  .  were 
their  move  to  OBJECTIVE  L  (area  southwest 
STREAM  from  F930215  to  F967175) .  Reconnai 
vjere  sent  north  to  OBJECTIVE  B  and  by  1 
crossroad  and  bridge  over  the  stream 

(F962241)  had  been  seized.  At  noon  the 
located  as  follows;  2-30  Inf  at  F9421,  1-30 
3-30  Inf  at  F935215. (6)  During  the  afternoon 


the  NETTLING  - 
,  by  0330  hours, 
encountered  in 
of  the  ASTURE 
ssance  patrols 
200  hours  the 
at  LE  FERRIERE 
battalions  were 
Inf  at  F9423  and 
and  evening  the 


regiiTient  moved  to  the  area  CAMPO  MDRTO  —  LE  FERRIERE  - 
BOTTACCI  (F9427  -  9624  -9325).  The  regimental  history  of 
the  30th  Infantry  states  that  A/ 1-30  repulsed  an  attack  bv  5 
tanks  near  LE  FERRIERE; (7)  however,  the  3ID  G3  journal 
records  no  fighting  by  1-30  Inf  until  0700  hours  23  Jan. (S) 

On  GREEN  BEACH,  3-15  Inf  met  no  resistance  and  occupied 
a  position  at  F970145  to  protect  the  division's  right  flank. 
1st  and  2d  battalions  landed  and  initially  occupied  F9351c0 
and  F947145  but  they  were  moved  to  the  northwest  vie. 
OBJECTIVE  M  (F9322)  in  the  afternoon  to  protect  the 
division's  left  flank.  3-15  Inf  was  issued  instructions  to 
move  to  F996220. 

The  3d  Reconnaissance  Troop  and  the  3d  Provisional 
Reconnaissance  Troop  <-) »  elements  of  which  landed  with  the 
assault  battalions,  occupied  and  destroyed  the  following 
bridges  over  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL:  Bridge  4+1  (F01314a) ,  #2 
(FOOS1S4) ,  #3  (F0262ia)  #4  (F027219> ,  and  #5  (F030236) . 
Bridges  #  6  and  7  were  captured  but  not  destroyed.  The  3d 
Provisional  Recon  Troop  destroyed  3  AA  postions,  3  armored 
cars,  killed  5  and  captured  6  while  taking  Bridge  #1. (9) 

By  1700  hours  the  commander  of  the  I  Parachute  Corps 
and  his  headquarters  staff,  had  arrived  in  the  beachhead  area 
to  coordinate  the  defensive  operation.  Advance  elements  of 
the  Hermann  Goering  Panzer  Division  and  the  3d  Panrer 
Division  began  arriving  in  the  evening.  (10) 


23  JANUARY  1944 

This  day  was  devoted  to  the  consolidation  of  the 
beachhead  line  along  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL  and  its  northwest 
branch.  Of  note  is  the  fact  that  no  offensive  orders  were 
issued  by  either  VI  Corps  or  3ID  other  than  cdrnpl  i  ance  with 
the  initial  landing  plan  which  called  for  clearing  the  area 

south  —  of — the — canal----  and';  p^trolT-ing^ - Aggressive — 1-ocal — 

counterattacks  by  the  few  units  of  the  Hermahn  Goering  and 
29th  Panzer  Grenadier  Divisions  were  sufficient  to  swing  the 
tactical  initiative  to  the  Gerrrians. 

By  noon  on  23  January  the  7th  Infantry  had  advanced  to 
the  road  between  CAMPO  DI  CARNE  and  PADIGLIOME  (FS5S268  - 
FS7f 263) .  Reconnaissance  patrols  were  across  Bridge  «14 
over  the  northwest  branch  of  the  canal .  At  1250  the  Ranger 
Force,  which  was  now  attached  to  the  3ID, relieved  the  1st 
and  2d  Battalions  from  their  positions  along  the  ANZIO  - 
ALBANO  road.  1st  and  2d  Battalions  moved  to  an  assemblv 
area  vicinity’  F9322(ll)  and  became  the  division  reserve. (12) 
At  1400  a  patrol  from  3-7  Inf  had  a  brief  skirmish  with  a 
tank  and  15  infantrymen  at  FB63310. 


Just  prior  to  dawn  3  companies  -from  the  71st  Pz 
Grenadier  Reqt,  29th  Pz  Grenadier  Div  moved  down  the  road 
■from  CAMPO  MGRTO  to  LE  FERRIERE  and  destroyed  the  bridge  in 
the  town  as  the  troops  -from  the  30th  In-f  were  arrivinp.  (13) 
At  0400  hours  1-30  Inf  had  their  first  substantial  contact 
at^  F991252.  Tanks  and  infantry  from  the  Hermann  Goerinc 
D  i  -Vi  Sion  had  been  able  t  o 

cross  over  the  canal  at  Bridges  #3  and  ?.  At  092';? 

hours  artillery  fired  on  this  force  which  had  mioved  to 
F992253.  A  second  concetration  was  fired  at  1012  on 
F9422S2. (14)  At  1600  an  additional  enemy  force  of  3  tanks,  a 
halftrack  and  troops  advanced  down  the  CI3TEF;NA  CONGA  road, 

crossed  Bridge  4^8  and  overran  the  outpost  guarding  the 

bridge.  Three  American  tanks,  two  tank— destroyers  and 

E/2-30  '  retook  the'  ~'brtdge~'*^at  201'5v - During  -ttii  5-  peri  od  a 

German  patrol  also  sfezed  Bridge  #7.  During  the'  evening  the 
30th  Inf  shifted  west  as  its  sector  was  now  between 
PADIGLIOl'JE  (east  of  Bridge  4)13)  and  CONCA  (west  of  Bridce 

AS)  . 

During  the  morning  the  15th  Infantrv  was  ordered  to 
r econnoi  ter  vicinity  F9922.  This  mission  was  chainqed  in  the 
se.rly  c'.fternoon  to  relief  of  the  30th  Inf  units  east  of  the 
CGNCA  CISTERNA  Road  (Bridge  448). (15)  3-15  Inf,  with  three 
platcons  from  A/751st  Tank  Bn,  attaclied  Bridges  A6  end  7 

while  2-15  assaulted  Bridge  #5  after  dark.  Bridge  447  was 

not  secured  until  0300  24  Jan.  2-15  relieved  2-30  on  Bridge 

443  about  2200  hours.  Bridge  #6  was  also  captured  at  night 

by  2-15  Inf.  " 


The  5'J4th  Parachute  Reaiment  was  attached  to  the  3 ID 
and  assigned  the  mission  o-f  relieving  the  3rd  Recon  Troon 
along  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL  -fromi  Bridge  =91  north  to  E-iridoe  =95. 
At  ISOO  hours  I/504th  attacked  to  drive  an  enemy  -force  back 
across  Bridge  rt-S  (G0041S3).  At  2400  hours  the  504oh 
relieved  2-15  In-f  and  continued  the  aittack  on  Bridge  =95.  (le) 
Gt  note  is  the  -fact  that  i-nthin  an  18  hour  period  three 
dit-ferent  3ID  units  were  given  the  mission  of  retaking 
Bridge  415  (1-30,  2-15  and  504th >. 


504- h 


mi  ssi on 


dqe  =45.  ( le  ) 
period  three 
of  retaking 


The  two  recon  troops  were  ‘withdrawn  and  ordered  to 
regroup  on  24  January  (17)  after  •  the  capture  of  their  CO, 
Maj  Crandall,  on  the  night  of  23-24  January  at  Bridge  445 
•when  a  battalion  from  the  Hermann  Goering  Pz  Division 
attackfed  from  SESSANO.  (18)- 


24  JANUARY  1944 


On  24  Jan  the  3ID  consisted  of  five  major  combat  units; 
7th,  15th,  and  30th  Infantry  Regiments,  the  504th  Parachute 
Regimient  and  the  Ranger  Force.  Its  front  line  eKtended  from 
the  ANZIQ  —  ALBANQ  Road  to  the  Northwest  Extension  of  the 
MUSSOLINI  CANAL  and  then  south  along  the  Canal  to  the  sea. 
By  1010  hours  the  last  bridge  site  had  been  recaptured  end 
3ID  began  to  orient  operations  toward  the  town  of  CISTERNA 


"he  riancers  '.-rith  3/fsOlst  TD  attached  continued 
!  north  on  the  division's  left  flank. 
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The  3-7th  In-f  west  o-f  PADIGl.ICNE  spent  an  unevent-ful 
day  with  little  contact  other  than  one  fire-fiqht  with  a 
German  patrol  at  1310.  Elements  o-f  3-7  In-f  and  the  Ranqers 
maintained  contact  with  the  British  1st  Division  which  was 
advancing  on  the  left. 

The  30th  Infantry  completed  its  moves  west  during  the 
morning  and  prepared  to  send  infantry/tank  company  teams 
across  both  Bridge  #12  (F950273)  and  Bridge  #13  (F94127?)  in 
the  afternoon.  These  units  were  to  advance  as  far  as  they 
could  go.  (20)  The  two  company/teams  jumped  off  at  1510  with 
F/2-30(-i-)  crossing  Bridge  #12  attackig  NE  toward  the  CLE 
PRATQNE  RJ  at  F980297  and  L/3-30(+)  crossing  Brige  #13  and 
attacking  north  to  sieze  the  DELLA  CROCETTA  F;J  at  F950295. 
The  purpose  of  this  operation  was  to  sieze  control  of  the 
road  running  from  CARANO  -  CROCETTA  -  PONTE  ROTTO  -  Cl STERNA 
as  this  was  the  SW  approach  into  CISTERNA.  Company  F 
crossed  Bridge  #12  but  was  soon  held  up  next  to  a  small 
bridge  about  300  meters  up  the  road.  L  Company  was  able  to 
advance  to  within  a  few  hundred  yards  of  the  CROCETTA  RJ 
where  it  was  pinned  down  until  the  next  morning.  (21) 

In  the  15th  Inf  sector  F/2-15  Inf  captured  Bridge  #7  at 
0800  hours.  2-15  infantry/tank/tank  destroyer  teams  were 
ordered  to  cross  Bridges  #3  (F991252)  and  #6  (G015240)  and 
go  as  far  as  they  could  go,  to  sieze  and  hold  ground  on  the 
afternoon  of  24  Jan.  (22)  The  units  did  not  attack  until 
the  morning  of  25  Jan  (23)  failing  to  suooort  the  attack  of 
the  30th  Inf. 

« i 

On  the  division's  right  flank  the  504th  Para  Raot 
retook  Bridge  #5  at  0300  with  tank  support  from  3/C/75lst 
then  cleared  Bridge  #2  at  1010.  The  regiment  was  ordered  to 
cross  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL  vicinity  Bridges  #4  and  5  and 
seize  the  RJ  at  BORGO  F’lAVE  (G051204)  on  25  Jan.  This 
attack,  supported  by  l/A/751st  and  C/B4th  Chem,  was  to  be 
the  division's  diversionary  attack. 

All  was  not  goi*ng  well  for  the  3ID  Headquarters  during 
this  period.  In  additioh  to  the  mounting  German  resistance 
General  Truscott  was  wounded  in  the  leg  during  an  air  raid. 
Although  not  serious,  it  compounded  a  case  of  larvnqitis  and 
required  a  cast. (25) 

□n  .  the  other  side,  the  Germans  had  •  cone  1 uded  that  the 
danger  of  an  Allied  breakthrough  had  been  removed  assessing 
24  January  as  "uneventful ". (26)  On  this  day  Army  Group  C  Hgs 
ordered  XIV  Army  to  take  over  commiand  of  the  beachhead  and 
attack. 

25  JANUARY  1944 
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Followinq  the  unsuccess-f ul  company-si  2 e  attacks  on  24 
J£^^ua^y,  General  Truscott  ordered  bat  t  al  i  on-si  s  e  assaults 
■for  the  next  day.  The  main  attack  was  to  be  toward  CISTEFMA 
at  0500  hours  with  two  battalions  abreast.  A  battalion  .••as 

to  ad--/ance  on  each  side  o-f  the  COMCA  -  CISTERMA  Road  <1-20 
In-f  on  the  le-ft  and  2-15  In-f  on  the  right).  This  attack  was 
coordinated  at  di  vision  le'-.-el  through  the  rer.ect : -ve 
regimental  headquarters  and  did  not  have  a  single  force 
commander.  The  504th  Parachute  Reqimient  was  to  conduct  a 
di ’vers  i  on  ary  attack  toward  BORGO  PIAVE. 

1-30  Inf  missed  its  Line  of  •  Depature  (LD)  time  by  one 
and  a  half  hours  due  to  transportat i on  difficulties  and  did 
not  jump  off  until  0630.(27)  It  crossed  Bridge  4t12  and 
passed'  through  F/2-30  advancing  to  within  200m  (F978291)  of 
the  CLE  PRATONE  road  junction  at  F9S0297,  its  objective,  by 
1000.  The  battalion  v^ias  stopped  by  2  Co/Pz  F;egt /Hermann 
Goering  Division  which  was  entrenched  around  the  road 
junction.  The  Germans  launched  a  counterattack  with 

approximately  two  companies  at  1500  hours  that  struck  in  the 
vicinity  of  Bridge  #11.  This  attack  was  repulsed. (28)  The 
1-30  advanced  no  further  on  the  25th. 

Although  "advancing  toward  CISTERNA  on  the  left  of  the 
CONGA  -  CISTERNA  Road",'  the  1-30  Infantry  was  actual Iv 
.moving  northeast  on  the  CAMPDMORTD  CISTERNA  Road.  This 
road  was  separated  from  the  CONCA  _  CISTERNA  Road  by  2-3.000 
iT.etsrs  and  the  FEMINANORTA  CREEK.  The  ad-vancing  battalions 
■••.ere  not  •mutual  1  suooorting. 

2-15  Inf  crossed  the  LD  on  schedule  at  0500  and 
S'Cvanced  north  on  the  right  side  of  the  CONCA  -  CISTERNA 
Road  reaching  the  265  grid  line  by  0815  against  light 
resistance.  By  1120  the  battalion  had  reached  F999273  but 
resistance  i ncreased. (29)  At  1300  the  leadihg  company  was 
Dinned  down  by  several  well  dug  in  machineguns.  C/751st 
TanT^ 'Brr  Tost“;thr“ee~tank'S“Tn  :t'tTi~^  engagementt  '  The  regimental 
comfTiander  now  diverted  1-15  Inf  from  a  planned  attack  that 
was  to  have  taken  the  battalion  into  CISTERI-JA  fromi  the 
southeast  along  the  BGRGO  PIAVE  -  CISTERNA  Road.  In  the  new 
rrnlssion.  1-15  was  to  cross  to  the  west  of  the  CONCA  - 
CISTERNA  Road  and  attack  on  the  left  of  2-15  Inf  on  the 
2fcth. (30) 


To  the  west  of  l-3'O  Infantry,  L/3-30  and  its 
tank  destroyers  were  still  trying  to  dislodge 


attached 
3  Co/Pz 


Reot/HC 


Division  from  the  DELLA  CROCETTA  F:J  (F950295)  .  At 
1420  K  Co, 3-7  Inf  was  ordered  to  reinforce  this  attack  bv 
occupying  a  position  on^  the  road  vicinity  FONT  NA  NECCIA 
F9431  and  then  attacking  southeast  toward  .the  DELLA  CROCETTA 
RJ.  By  1630  K/3-7  had  reached  F9431  and  was  digging  in.  A 


7^ 


platoon  was  sent  to  rein-force  L/3-30;  however,  neither  unit 
was  able  to  drive  the  Germans  of-f  on  the  25th-  <31 ) 

Two  companies  -from  1st  Battalion,  504th  Parachute 
Regiment,  with  two  platoons  o-f  ■  engi  neers ,  attacl;:ed  at  05'’.)0 
across  Bridge  tt5  t-oward  BORGO  PIAVE.  They  advanced  as  -far 
as  a  second  bridge  located  at  G042249.  The  remai  ni  r-jo 
elements  o-f  the  regiment  attacked  across  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL 
at  noon.  3-504th  crossed  Bridges  #1  and  2  while  2-504th 
crossed  at  Bridges  #3,4  and  5.  2-504  reached  BORGO  PIAVE  at 
1315  where  it  dug  in  to  await  the  inevitable  German 
counterattack. (32) 

On  the  divisions  -far  le-ft  -flank,  the  Rangers  had 
continued  to  move  gradually  northward  maintaining  contact 
with  the  British  1st  Division.  By  25  Jan  they  were  deployed 
-from  FSS2309  to  F913290. (33)  On  their  right  3-7  was  deployed 
along  the  line  F913290  to  F9332S0. (34) 

26  JANUARY  1944 

.  By  the  afternoon  of  25  January  it  was  obvious  to 
General  Truscott  that  the  forces  employed  were  insufficient 
to  get  to  CISTERNA.  He  therefore  reorganized  and  attacked 
with  two  regiments  each  with  two  battalions  abreast  on  the 
26th. (35) 

3-7  Infantry  and  the  Ranger  F-orce  advanced  to  a  line  RJ 
FSvi:'234  -  RJ  F902333  -  RJ  F917326.  1st  and  2d  Bat t al  i -cns . 
7th  Infantry,  the  3ID  reser've,  moved  to  a  new  assembly  area 
near  CGNCA  (vie  F9719)  early  in  the  morning  of  26  Jan. 

The  road  junction  at  CROCETTA  (F950295)  was  siezed  at 
0300  by  the  combined  assault  of  K/3-7  from  the  northwest  and 
L/3-30  from  the  south.  A/1-30  with  a  platoon  of  tanks  and 
two  tank  destroyers  moved  up  from  Bridge  #11  and  relieved 
ir/3’-T5<l»  dur i hg  the  evening.  ‘  The  r'^'aiTTder  of  ’ '  1-30  Inf 
succeeded  in  captur i ng . the  RJ  at  CLE  PRATONE  F9G0297  in  the 
morning  when  the  German  defenders  withdrew.  The  three  dav 
battle  had  cost  the  30th  Infantry  Regiment  25  KIA,  45  WIA 
and  S  Missing. (36) 

Along  the  west  (left)  side  of  the  CONCA  -  CISTERNA 
Road,  1-1-5  Inf  attacked  at  1400  to  sieze’  the  RJ  at  G022260 
just  north  of  Bridge  #3.  By  evening  A/1-15  had  reached  the 
road  at  G001254.  At  2345  hours  1-15  Inf  patrols  made 
contact  with  1-30  at  F990230. (37)  2-15  continued  to  push 
north  on  the  right  side  of  the  C0N(2A,-  CISTERNA  road  without 
much  success. 

• 

In  the  east  the  504th  continued  aggressive  patrol inq 
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activity  east  o-f  the  iiUSSDLINI  CANAL. 


It  ehculd  be  noted  that  during  this  period  all  reserve 
ces  in  each  regiment  and  in  the  division  v-jere  being  used 
prepare  defensive  positions  on  the  south  side  of  the 
SGLINI  CANAL  which  had  been  designated  as  the  VI  Corns 
al  Beachhead  Line. 


On  the  26th  a  meeting  was  held  between  Field  liarshal  1 
Kesselring,  CIC  Army  Group  C,  and  General  Mackensen, 
Commander  o-f  XIV  Army,  to  finalize  a  planned  German 
counterattack  on  23  January  to  wipe  out  the  beachhead.  The 
operation  was  postponed  until  1  February  to  allow  for  the 
arrival  of  some  additional  units.  Although  the  main  attack 
was  to  be  down  the  ALBANO  ANZIO  Road,  a  strong  supporting 
attack' was  planned  in  the  3ID  sector.  The  schwerpunkt  unit 
for  this  assault  was  designated  as  Combat  Group  Konrad.  It 
was  to  consist  of  elements  from  the  Hermann  Goering  Pz  Div 
and  the  114th  Infantry  Division.  Its  mission  was  to  attack 
south  from  the  area  west  of  CISTERNA  to  the  ASTURA  CREEK  vie 
BGRGO  MONTELLO  (also  called  CONCA) . (38) 


27  JANUARY  1944 

General  Truscott  was  convinced  that  he  could  take 
CISTERNA  if  he  could  employ  the  whole  division.  This  plan 
was  presented  to  General  Lucas,  the  Corps  Commander ,  on  26 
Ja.'uary  but  disapproved  as  the  units  needed  by  3ID  were 
cc.-. -.-•.i  tted  to  the  British  attack  on  CAhiPOLEONE.  (39)  On  tne 
27^:h  a  VI  Corps  plan  was  issued  for  a  mul  t  i  di  vi  onai  attack 
on  2?  January.  The  main  effort  was  to  be  the  E'.ritish  1st 
Division  attack  on  CANPOLEONE.  The  3ID  with  the  Rangers  and 
504th  attached  were  to  make  the  secondary  attack.  Their 
mission  was  to  capture  CISTERNA,  cut  Hwy  #7  (the  Appian  Way) 
and  to  continue  the  advance  toward  VELLETRI. (40)  Operations 
between  27  and  30  January  were  directed  at  positioning  units 

.f  Of —  the - at  Lacirtthe - 'op e rat i~on\was~  sl-ipped  -by-  one  day )-. - The- 

3!D's  western  boundary  was  moved  east  to  the  'CARANO  STREAM 
to  allow  General  Truscott  to  shift  and  concentrate  forces. 
In  the  east  the  179th  Infantry  Regi.ment  assuiTied 

resp-ensi  bi  1  i  ty  on  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL  from  Bridge  (rl  throiinh 
Br  1  dee  ^15.  (41) 

While  Has  7th  Inf  (vie  S. ANTONIO),  1-7  Inf  (vie  RJt-ii? 
F965195)  and  2-7  Inf  Cvic  BORGO  MONTELLO)  remained  in 
asseimbl'/  areas  preparing  for  the  American  attack  on  the 
30th,  3-7  Inf  was  still  in  the  line.  At  0300  3-7  Inf  was 
ordered  to  advance  at  0530  from  its  positions  vie  F937314 
and  sieze  SPACCASSI  and  the  road  going  to  the  southeast  from 
SPACCASSI  RJ  F917326  to  CARANO  RJ  F90233a.  By  1030  it  had 
secured  the  objective  destroying  two  guns,  killing  5  and 


capturing  2  Germans  in  the  process. (42)  During  the  night  3-7 
pushed  patrols  SCO  yards  north  up  the  road  -from  the  RJ  at 
F9iS325  and  up  the  FOSSO  (stream)  DE  CARAWQ  as  -far  as  the 
railroad  to  the  west  o-f  CISTERMA.  (43)  Unknown  to  the 
Americans  at  this  time  wais  the  -fact  that  the  railroad  had 
been  designated  as  the  German  Main  Line  of  Resistance  (MLR) 
and  it  was  not  just  a  delaying  position  on  the  approaches  to 
VELLETRI.  The  units  that  the  Germans  had  pushed  south  of 
CISTERMA  had  .  ef feet i vel y  bought  enough  time  for  I  Parachute 
Corps  to  strengthen  it  defenses  and  hold  CISTERK'A.  (44) 

The  15th  Infantry  engaged  in  the  only  major  operation 
on  27  Jan.  Its  mission  was  to  attack  in  the  afternoon  and 
sieze  the  line  G0022S0  —  G042270.  The  forward  units  started 
from  positions  just  a  few  hundred  yards  north  of  the 
MUSSOLINI  CANAL  between  Bridges  #6-3.  3-15  Inf  attacked  to 

the  northwest  at  1300  and  cut  the  CONCA  —  CISTERMA  Road 
about  the  23  grid  line.  By  1600  3-15  was  at  6009259  and  in 
the  evening  it  relieved  2-lS  at  F998272  eventually  deploying 
throughout  the  area  F9926  G0027.  2-15  withdrew  to  guard 

Bridges  #5-3.  1-15  Inf  attacked  to  the  northeast  at  1500 

eventually  establishing  roadblocks  at  the  following 
locations:  G020267  (A  Co),  G020260  (B  Co)  and  G026246  (C 
Co) . (45) 

1-30  Inf  conducted  a  fire  demonstrati gn  to  the  east  at 
1400  in  support  of  the  15th  Infantry  attack.  (46)  1-30  was 

relieved  by  3-30  along  the  CARANO  -  CISTERMA  Road.  3-30  was 
told  not  to  practice  light  and  sound  discipline  during  the 
rc-l'ief  operation  to  give  the  ifTipression  that  it  was 
reinforcing  rather  that  relieving  1-30  Inf.  3-30  occupied 
the  area  from  CRQCETTA  RJ  F950295  to  RJ  F9S0297  while  1-30 
moved  back  to  positions  around  Bridge  #12  with  its  battalion 
CP  in  CAMPO  MORTO. 

By  0900  on  the  27th,  the  Rangers  had  moved  to  a  line  RJ 
FS92334  -  RJ  F902338  against  light  resistance-  (43)  The  504th 
~continTie-d'  t-o—di'g— in— along- the  MUSSOLINI  CANALr'  *-  - 


23  JANUARY  1944 

3ID  issued  its  order  for  the  attack  on  30  Jan.  The 
2Sth  and  29th  were  spent  moving  units  and  reorganizing  for 
the  attack. 

There  was  little  activity  in  the  area  of  the  Ranger 

Force. 

• 

3-7  Inf  was  relieved  by  the  509th  Parachute  Battalion 
(from  the  6615th ‘  Ranger  Force)  and  began  moving  to  an 
assembly  area  vie  F925275  north  of  Bridges#! 1  and  12  and 


south  o-f  the  CARAN'Q  -  Cl  STERNA  Road. 

The  30th  In-f entry  conducted  the  only  attack  in  the 
sector  on  this  day.  1/3-30  attacked  at  noon  to  sieze  ■ 
houses  at  F9S5230  west  o-f  ISOLA  BELLA  (FEM  J  NAMORTA)  . 
Gerinans  located  there  were  -forming  a  salient  between  ^ 
and  the  15th  In-f.  The  attack  waiS  -fierce  but  .  success¬ 

killing  -^6  Germans,  wounding  35  and  capturing  10.(50) 
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The  15th  In-fantry  was  located  as  -follows:  1st  E 

G0126-0325,  2d  Bn  -  vie  6oo4234  and  3d  Bn  -  F9925-G0027. 


29  JANUARY  1944 


"Plsns  -for  our  attack  on  CISTERtJA  v-jere  .  care-fully 

worked  out  and  discuseed  .at  a  meeting  o-f  all  unit 
coiTimanders  the  a-fternoon  of  29  Januar'/.  The  7th 
Infantr'/  was  assigned  objectives  astride  Highway  7 
northeast  of  town;  15th  Infantry  was  assigned  similar 
objectives  southeast  of  the  town  an  the  highway.  The 

Ranger  Force  was  to  capture  and  clean  out  the  town 

itself  by  infiltration  of  two  battalions  one  hour 
before  H-hour.  The  7th  and  15th  Infaintry  F;egiiTients 
were  to  start  one  battalion  each  moving  by 

infiltration  at  H-hour,  following  up  with  armor  '.and 

more  infantry  prior  to  daylight,  at  an  hour  selected 

by  each  regimental  commander.  H-hour  was  0200.  The 
30th  Infantry  was  to  hold  the  line  between  the  7th  and 
15th  Regiments,  act  as  Division  reserve,  and  assist 
the  other  regiments  by  fire.  • 

Corps  order  directed  the  attack  .  and  capture  of  the 
town,  cutting  of  the  highway,  and  preparation  for 

resumption  of  the  attack  toward  VELLETRI."  (51) 

3-7  Infantry  completed  its  move  to  rejoin  its  regiment 
at  0530.  The  regiment  then  spent  the  day  preparing  for  the 
next  day's  assault.  The  regimental  CP  moved  to  F958283  in 
the  evening. 

G/2-.30  Inf  conducted  a  limited  objective  attack  on  the 
afternoon  of  29  Jan  occupying  an  area  northeast  of  CARANO 
vie  F9632  at  1500.  This  operation  was  launched  to  screen 
the  assembly  areas  of  the  7th  Inf. (52)  L  Company  was 
remained  in  position  at  F9S5280  just  west  of  ISOLA  BELLA 
1/3-30  successfully  repulsed  a  counterattack  at  2100 
hours. (53) 

Th'^Rari^er’s  were  "relieved  by  “the  BrTfTsh.  ^  lhe  lsfr^"3d 
and  4th  Ranger  Bns  moved  to  an  assembly  area  vie  F978195  on 
the  morning  of  29  January.  The  Heavy  Weapons  Companv  of  the 
17?th  Inf  which  had  been  attached  was  relieved.  (55) 

The  relief  of  the  504th  Parachute  Regiment  bv  the  179th 
Reqt  along  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL  was  completed  in  the  morning. 
3-504th  .was  attached  to  the  1st  Bri  t  i  sh'  Di  vi si  on  and  left 
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ATTACK  AGAINST 
CISTERNA  Dl  LITTORIA 

29-31  JAN  1944 


The  3ID  G2  estimate  o-f  29  January  was  optimistic  and 
tot an,'y~wf"cifTg  about^'TfRe  l3erman“Tl\feht  Tons"  arid"  capabi  IT t  TesT 

The  enemy  at  present  disposes  Hermann  Goerinq  Division 
on  our  right  -flank  and  -front,  and  scattering  o-f  units 
-from  various  larger  -formations,  probably  now  under 
co'mmand  o-f  Third  Panzer  Grenadiers  Division,  on  our 
le-ft  -front.  The  enemy's  attitude  on  our  -front  is 
entirely  de-fensive.  He  has  maintained  a  rather  loose 
and  poorly  organized  line  o-f  outposts  well  to  the  east 
o-f  the  CANALE  MUSSOLINI,  south  and  southwest  o-f 
CISTERtiA  DI  LITTORIA,  and  south  o-f  the  railroad 
embankment  which  runs  northwest  -from  CISTERNA.  His 
patrolling  has  not  been  aggr essi ve , as  it  has  seldom 
penetrated  to  ..  the  point  „  o-f  seriously  harassing  our 
outposts;  rather,  our  patrols  .  have  normally  contacted 


patrol  1 i ng 
penetrated 
outposts; 


GeriTian  security  patrols  near  or  within  his  ov-^n  outpost 
line.  His  outpost  line  o-f  resistance,  or  defensive 
line  backing  up  his  outposts,  is  believed  to  lie  along 
the  railway  track  itself,  and  may  i-jel  1  be  tied  in  with 
slight  terrain  eminences  which  begin  to  appear  to  the 
northeast  and  north  of  CISTERNA.  His  rriain  line  of 
resistance  will  undoubtedly  be  found  on  true  high 
ground  to  the  east  and  west  of  VELLETRI.  Since  we  new 
effectively  interdict  Highway  7  with  artillery  fire, 

the  Germans  would  hardly  iterpose  a  main  line  of 
resistance  on  less  favorable  ground  this  side  of 

VELLETRI,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  must 

use  all  available  time  to  complete  and  man  a  system  of 

defensive  works  if  he  is  to  keep  us  off  the  COLLI 
LAZIALI  and  Highway  6. 


The  enemy's  position  regarding  reserves  is  difficult 
to',  assess.  His  use  of  the  356th  Fusileer  (Ren) 
Battalion,  120th  Reconnaissance  Battalion  and  26th 
Reconnaissance  Battalion  in  the  immediate  battle  zone 
indicates  that  some  or  all  of  the  356th  Division  (L  of 
C) ,  26th  and  29th  Panzer  Grenadier  Divisions  may  be 
earmarked  for  the  .  ANZIO  —  NETTUNO  beachhead.  To  date, 
however,  the  enemy  has  fed  units  into  the  line 
piecemeal  as  they  have  arrived,  and  there  is  no 
definite  indication  that  he  will  depart  from  this 
practice  by  throwing  one  or  more  divisions  entire 
ad^inst  our  positions  in  an  organized  counter-attack . 
Even  if  he  were  to  do  so,  it  is  likely  that  the 
divisions  proximity  to  the  line  would  be  discovered  by 
air  reconnaissance,  prisoner  of  war  or  civilian 
reports  before  the  counter — attack  itself  could  be 
del i vered . 


To  sum  up, it  does  “not  now  seem  probable  that  the  enemy 
will  soon  deliver  *a  major  counter-attack  involving 
units  of  dis'ision  size;  on  the  other  hand,  the  enem-v 
will  probably  resort  to  delav'ing  action  coupled  with 
small-scale  counter-attacks  in  an  effort  to  grind  us 
to  a  standstill,  as  on  the  GASSING  LINE.  If  he  fails 
to  do.  this  on  the  COLLI  LAZALI , •  he  wj 1 1  probablv 
evacuate  the  GASSING  •  position,  fight  a  rear-guard 
action  across  the  TIBER  and  start  all  over  again  on  a 
consol  i  dsited  line  across  the  penninsula." 

• 

The  Germans  in  reality  were  forming  up  for  a  major 
counterattack  scheduled  for  1  February.  Combat  Group  Konrad 
was  assembling  in  the^  objective  area  of  the  7th  Infantry 


rgt  and  the  Hermann  Goering  Fz  Division (+)  was  well  dug  in 
long  the  railroad  south  of  CISTERNA. 


30  JANUARY  1944 

The  30th  was  a  day  of  intense  combat  across  the  entire 
ID  front. 
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The  coeration  began  at  0100  with,  the  let  Ranger  Bn 
crossing  the  IILi'SSQLINI  •  CANAL  and  the  entering  the  PANTANO 
DITCH  (FQSGO  DEL  BQTTA6QNE)  which  ran  north  to  CISTERNA. 
The  3d  Ranger  Bn  followed  the  1st  Bn  at  a  15  minute 
interval.  At  0235,  1st  Rangers  came  under  machinegun  fire 


vie  G032?  but  continued  on.  (58)  At  0243  the  -four  radio 
operators  -for  the  3d  Bn  were  reported  lost. (59)  Later  1st  Bn 
split  in  hal-f  when  the  rear  three  coffipanies  lost  contact 
with  the  lead  three  companies.  The  3d  Bn  came  under  German 
tank  tire  which  killed  Major  Alyah,  the  battalion  commander, 
but  they  continued  on  to  reestablish  contctct  with  the  let 
Bn.  By  0545,  tirst  light,  the  Rangers  were  at  a  road  about 
lOOOm  below  CI3TERNA.  By  this  time  the  7th,  15th  and  504th 
attacks  had  kicked  ott  and  the  Germans  maiy  have  been  on 
alert.  The  lead  three  Ranger  companies  attempted  to  sprint 
to  CISTERNA  across  the  open  -field  be-fore  the  sun  rose.  They 
passed  through  a  German  bivouac  area  bayoneting  and  kni-fing 
a  number  o-f  sleeping  Germans  and  then  continued  on.  When 
the  Rangers  v-jere  about  300m  short  o-f  the  town  the  Germans 
opened  up  with  small  arms,  machineguns,  -flak  wagons  and 
tanks  trapping  the  lead  companies  in  the  open.  The 
remaining  three  companies  and  the  3d  Bn  destroyed  two  tanks 
on  the  road  at  the  mouth  o-f  the  PANTANO  DITCH  and  pushed 
•forward  to  linkup  with  the  lead  companies.  They  also  became 
trapped  in  the  open,  -flat  -fields.  By  noon  767  of  the  773 
men  making  the  attack  were  either  killed  or  captured. 

42  men  out  of  a  43  man  platoon  from  the  3d  Recon  Troop 
were  also  wiped  out  with  the  Ranger  Force.  This  platoon  had 
apparently  penetrated  NW  of  CISTERNA  and  then  followed  a 
road  toward  the  town.  They  were  trapped  and  destroyed  at  a 
German  roadblock.  (60) 

The  4th  Ranger  Bn  jumped',  of  f  at  0200  and  headed  up  the 
CC;-(CA  CISTERNA  Road.  By  0340  it  was  pinned  down  by  German 
i-.achine  guns  entrenched  around  the  RJ  at  G007293  (2000m 
south  of  ISOLA  BELLA) .  Tanks  and  tank  destroyers  were  sent 
forward  but  two  were  quickly  knocked  out  by  mines  when  they 
attempted  to  manuever  off  of  the  road  to  flank  the  German 
position.  The  4th  Bn  was  not  able  to  advance  further  on  30 
January. (61 ) 


- 15th- -In-fantry- attacked—  to-^-the  r 

the  mission  of  clearing  the  CISTERNA 
High'way  ^7  between  G033274  and  G0352 
the  LD  N  of  Bridge  #6  at  0)200  and 
of  the  BORGO  PIAVE  Road  by  0540.  B 
at  G0)30)26a.  Bv  1110)  A/ 1-15  was 
G0)31271  and  C/1-15  was  following 

I' nocked  out  a  Mark  IV  at  this 

Dushed  to  G037274  and  this  v-jas  the 
1st  Bn  this  day.  The  attack  ha 
from  the  Hermann  Goering  Ps  Division. 


i  ght  -of  -  the-  Ranger-s — wi  th- 
-  BORGO  PIFtVE  Road  and 
36.  1-15  Inf {+)  crossed 

advanced  to  within  150!0im 
/1-15  was  heavily  engaged 
at  0031277.  B/1-15  at 

A  Co.  &/751et  tanks 
time.-  By  1510)  B/1-15  had 
1  in-lit  of  advance  of  the 
d  shattered  two  companies 


3-15  was  to  advance  on  the  regimental  objective  by 
moving  up  the  right  side  of  the  CONCA  -  CISTERNA  Road  and 
then  swing  to  the’ right  between  ISOLA  BELLA  and  1-15.  This 


JklLA 


(Tiission  was  changed  in  the  friorning  to  support  o-f  the  4th 
Ranger  Bn's  breakthrough  at  ISOLA  BELLA.  3-15  was  ordered 
to  fTiOve  to  G013293  then  attack  to  the  left  and  eie::e  the  RJ 
at  G003292  just  east  o-f  ISOLA  BELLA.  After  crossing  the  LO 
at  0630  3-15  was  in  position  to  attack  the  RJ  at  1030.  It 
was  unable  to  ccrripletely  secure  the  RJ  until  the  next  dav 
due  to  the  heavy  German  resistance.  -During  the-  30th  2-15 
was  not  committed  but  was  given  an  attack  warning  order  that 
eveni ng . (62) 

1/3-30  located  in  the  FEMINAMQRTA  CREEK  just  west  of 
ISOLA  BELLA  was  ordered  to  attack  the  village  from  the  west. 
It  did  so  on  the  night  of  30-31-  January  killing  6  and 
capturing  27  in  the  westernmost  buildings  of  ISOLA  BELLA. 
The  Germans  who  doggedly  defended  the  village  were  from  the 
356th  Reconnaissance  Bn,  356th  Infantry  Division. (63) 


G/2-30  was  ordered  to  support  the  7th  Infantry  attack 
by  siezing  an  objective  between  F970315  and  F930315.  The 
company  accomplished  this  mission  in  the  afternoon  against 
extremely  heavy  opposition  incuring  11  wounded  and  9 
killed. (64)  Because  the  attack  was  over  1500m  west  of  1-7 


Infantry's  positions  and  the  German  force  was  so  large. 


the 


PRATANO  RJ  F980297)  at  0200  hours  and  attempted  to 
infiltrate  to  its  objective  by  moving  due  nor’th  up  the  FOSSO 
DEL  MOLE  (FOSSO  PANE  E  VINO) . (65)  The  battalion  was  quickly 
engaged  by  a  German  machinegun  that  took  and  hour  to  drive 
away.  By  0400  the  battalion,  had  advanced  about  ISOvm 
(F977315)  northwest  o-f  CLE  PF;AT0NE  where  it  came  under  heavy 
mortar,  artillery  and  machinegun  -fire.  (66)  The  1-7  In-f 
reached  a  small  rise  on  the  31  grid  line  about  0500  (67)  and 
was  pinned  down.  2-7  In-f  attacked  ^t  1045  hours  to  relieve 
the  pressure  on  the  1st  Bn.  It  jumped  of-f  -from  F973303  and 
attacked  NE  parallel  to  the  CARANO  CISTERNA  Road  to  sieze 
HILL  83  at  F992012.  (68)  Shortly  a-fter  1200  2-7  In-fantry  was 
hit  with  a  strong  counterattack  by  a  unit  -from  the  1st 
Parachute  Division  which  -forced  it  to  withdraw  to  the  FOSSO 
DI  S.  MARIA  streambed  near  PRATONE  where  it  dugin  and 
reorganized.  A  second  German  attack  at  1705  was  repelled 
•from  this  location.  The  regimental  commander  committed  his 
3d  Battalion  with  armor  support  to  the  attack  at  1645.  The 
3-7  In-f  was  to  continue  the  attack  begun  by  2-7  and  sieze 
HILL  83  and  the  PONTE  ROTTO  RJ.  By  1915  3-7  had  -fought  its 
way  up.  to  •  the  2-7's  positions  north  o-f  CLE  PRATONE  and 
advanced  only  200m  more  in  the  next  three  hours. (69)  The  7th 
In-fantry  battles  were  to  continue  throughout  the  night 
against  elements  i-f  the  356th  Reconnaissance  Battalion. 

The  509th  Parachute  Battalion  located  at  F94S305  was 
also  committed  in  an  attack  to  relieve  pressure  'on  the  7th 
In-fantry.  Attacking  to  the  west  o-f  G/2-30,  it  mossed  to  the 
north  just  after  1200  hours.  It  receis'ed  heavy  fire  at 
F942334,  vjithdrew  and  dugin  along  the  315  grid  line.  At 
2020  hours  the  509th  was  attached  to  the  30th  Infantrv'. (70) 

The  504th  Parachute  Regiment  attacked  at  0200  hours 
moving  NE  from  its  LD  just  north  of  Bridge  #5.  l-504th 
reached  a  bridge  at  G042250  by  0400  but  it  was  blown  up  by 
the  retreating  Germans.  The  Germans  counterattacked  at  1000 
but  1-504  held  killing  18  and  capturing  one.  2-504th,  with 

Trs — 'attac?Ted'"ran1i5 — aiTd — haTf - tT'SttJSi — p-sssed — through — and 

reached  a  second  bridge  over  the  CISTERNA  CREEK  *XB048259)  by 
0755.  It  then  receiveci  a  change  in  mission.  The  battalion 
was  ordered  to  move  NW  up  the  road  (BORGO  F'lAVE  -  CISTERNA) 
to  relieve  pressure  on  1-15  Inf  which  was  pinned  down  on  the 
west  side  of  the  road. (71)  At  1545  200  Germans  from  the  7th 
Luftwaffe  Jaeger  Bn  struck  from  the  south  vie  G042250  but 
were  driven  off. (72) 

The  Germans  had  not  been  thrown  off  balance  by  the 
operations  of  the  3ID  but  rather  they  were  continuing  to 
prepare  for  their  offensive. 

"In  the  early. morning ,  enemy  infantry,  supported  by 

tanks.  attacked  in  the  area  TBA.  DI  .  M  GARIBALDI 


(CARAN0,F?40313>  -  CANALE  MUSSOLINI.  The  -first  attack 
farce  made  several  penetreat i ons ,  which  were  repulsed 
by  local  .  counterattacks.  Enemy  units  which  advanced 
to  Cl  STERNA  (G0232)  wjere  destroyed.  During  the 
morning,  the  enmy  began  a  new  counterattack,  with  a 
strong  infantry  force,  northeast  of  TBA.  DI  M 
GARIBALDI  -  ISOLA  BELLA  (G006294) .  Our  forces 
counterattacked ,  and  fought  heavily  until  darkness.  A 
defensive  front  from  ISOLA  BELLA  to  EM  31,  6km 
southeast  of  ISOLA  BELLA,  was  restored. 

An  enemy  breakthrough  from  the.  beachhead,  had  to  be 
prevented  and  a  closed  main  line  of  resistance,  in  the 
sector  of  the  3d  Panzer  Grenadier  Division  had  to  be 
restored.  In  the  sector  of  the  Panzer  Division 
Hermann  Goering,  the  -  26th  Panzer  Division  was  to 
counterattack  the  3d  American  Infantry  Division,  which 
had  penetrated  south''  of  Cl  STERNA.  The  26  th  Panzer 
Division  was  concentrated  in  the  ■  area  north  of 
CISTEF:NA,  and  units  of  the  114th  Jaeger  Division, 
which  have  arrived  in  the  area  south  of  VELLETRI,  were 
attached,  as  Regimental  Group  “Berger"  to  the  Panzer 
Division  Hermann  G.oering".  (73) 

In  addition  to  the  staunch  defensive  work  of  the 
Hermann  Goering  Pz  Division  the  715th  Division  began  to 
arris'e  near  CISTERNA  on  the  morning  of  30  January.  Its 
arriving  elements  were  immediately  committed  to  the 
battle. (74) 

Field  Marshall  Kesselring  remarked  on  this  period, "The 
violent  attacks  on  CISTERNA  on  25  January  by  the  American  VI 
Corps  and  again  on  31  January  on  CISTERNA  and  CAMPGLEG;NE 
proved  my  judgement  correct  —  small  local  enemy  advances 
were  bought  with  heavy  lasses.  Von  Mackensen  was  thus  able, 
without  fear  of  any  serious  crisis,  to  assemble,  instruct 
and  send  into  action  the  reinforcements  which  nov-j  continued 
arrrvrng  untlT  ■the“en'd~*'of~the"  morvth  ; (75) 


31  JANUARY  1944 

During  the  night  General  Truscott  ordered  a 
reorganization  and  scheduled  intense  artillery  preparations 
for  the  miorning  before  continuing  the  attack  in  the 
afternoon. (76)  "Instead  of  driving  toward  HWY  7  north  and 
south  of  CISTERNA  they  were  to  advance  up  the  PONTE  ROTTO 
and  ISOLA  BELLA  Roads  to  converge  on  the  town  itself.  This 
ti me.  General  Truscott  employed  the  full  weight  of  all  his 
supporting  weapons  to  beat  down  the  German  defenses  which 
had  held  up  the  previous  day's,  attack.  The  infantry  advance 
was  preceded  by  successive  artillery  concentrations. 


Division  and  attached  artillery  -fired  1,216  mi  ssi  ons  .  (630  o-f 
them  observed)  during  31  January.  The  Air  Force  laid  a 
smoke  screen  behind  CISTEF;NA  at  daylight  to  conceal  the 
attack,  and  the  a4th  Chemical  Battalion  put  down  screening 
white  phosphorus  -fire.  Assault  guns,  tanks,  and  tt<nk 
destroyers  accompanied  the  infantry.  Although  extremely 
heavy  air  cooperation  was  planned,  including  an  attack  on 
CISTERNA  a  H-hour  by  70  B-26 ' s ,  most  of  the  program  was 
cancelled  because  of  low  clouds. "(77) 

Moving  from  left  to  right  across  the  division  front  the 
operation  continued  as  follows. 

The  509th  Parachute  Bn,  now  attached  to  the  30th  Inf, 
was  relieved  by  elements  of  the  1st  British  Division  when 
the  3ID  boundary  was  shifted  east  to  the  94  grid  line.  The 
509th  occupied  the  area  vie  F9532  and  remained  in  contact 
with  some  enemy  units  at  F936314. (78) 

The  30th  Infantry,  less  its  1st  Bn,  continued  to 
protect  the  left  flank  of  the  7th  Infantry.  G/2-30 
continued  to  hold  vie  F964323  along  the  FOSSO  DELLA  CROCETTA 
(FORMAL  DEL  BOVE) .  The  2d  Bn  (—G  Co)  was  in  regimental 
reserve.  3-30  Inf  became  division  reserve  at  2030  hours 
and  moved  to  an  assembly  area  NE  of  CONCA.  .  1-30  Inf  was 
attached  to  the  7th  Infantry  and  its  actions  are  covered 
b  e 1 ow . 

1-7  Infantry  located  ’NW  of  CLE  PRATONE  between  the 
FOSSO  DEL  MOLE  and  FOSSO  DI  FEMINAMORTA  vie  F977315, 
repulsed  a  German  counterattack  at  0045.  1st  Bn  attacked 
north  toward  the  railroad  at  1400  hours  after  its  supporting 
tanks  and  tank  destroyers  had  caught  up  after  traversing  the 
deep  drainage  ditches  in  the  area.  It  advanced  north  in 
continuous  contact  finally  reaching  the  railroad  cut  at 
1600.  150  Germans  were  captured  in  the  process.  The 
Germans  had  destroyed  the  on  bridge  across  the  railroad  cut 
preventThg  fuFth”eP  mo9emeht  tT5  the  n'or  ttr^j  The '  battal  i  on 
withdrew  400m  south*  and  set  up  a  perimeter  defense.  It 
succeeded  an  stopping  a' German  counterattack  from  its  rear 
at  1930  hours.  This  was  the  last  time  a  3ID  unit  would  get 
across  the  railroad  tracks  for  four  months. (79) 

2-7  Inf  moved  north  during  the  night  to  the  next  RJ 
north  of  , CLE  PRATONE.  It  was  attempting  '  to  maintain  contact 
wi'th  1-7  Inf.  During  the  morning  it  engaged  several  groups 
of.  bypassed  Germans.  (80) 

At  0530,  the  3-7th  Inf,  whi-ch  had  attacked  throughout 
the  night,  finally  captured  HILL  83^  (F992012) .  The  Germans, 
however,  blew  the  bridge  at  PONTE  ROTTO  before  it  could  be 
captured . (81 )  The  3d  Bn  dugin  on  the  hill. 


1 


l-30th  Int  located 
was  attached  to  the  7th 
departure  -for  its  attac 
streambed  vie  F996313. 
east  on  the  south  side  of 
hours.  Be-fore  l-30th  cou 
attacked  down  the  road 
AiTierican  tanks  and  tank  d 
the  Gernans  withdrev-*.  Th 
was  unable  to  advance 
despite  the  support 
battalions. (32) 


at  PONTAN  DI  AMICI  vie  Bridge  «12 
In-fantry  at  0545  hours.  The  line  of 
k  was  to  be  the  FOSSO  DI  FEMINAMORTA 
Its  mission  was  to  attack  toward  the 
the  CARAMO  -  Cl STERNA  Road  at  1400 
Id  reach  the  LD,  14  German  tanks 
from  CISTERNA  toward  PONTE  ROTTO. 
estroyers  knocked  cut  five  before 
e  1— 30th  crossed  the  LD  at  1625  but 
more  than  1500m  before  nightfall 
ing  fires,  of  three  artillery 


During  the  morning,  4th  Ranger  Bn  cleared  the  last 
resistance  on  the  CQNCA  -  CISTERNA  Road  below  I SOLA  BELLA 
while  3-15  Inf  cleared  the  last  of  the  buildings  in  the 
village.  At  1500  hours,  2-15  Inf,  which  had  been 
uncommitted,  passed  through  .3-15  and  attacked  toward 
CISTERNA  on  the  left  side  of  the  road.  Despite  the  massed 
fires  from  three  artillery  battalions,  2-15  advanced  onl.y 
half  the  distance  to  CISTERNA  before  it  was  stopped  vie 
G01S310.  3-15  attempted  to  move  NE  from  I SOLA  BELLA  on  a 
lateral  road  but  was  hit  by  7  German  tanks'  moving 
crosscountry  from  CISTERNA.  A  single  MIO  TD  hit  one  German 
tank  and  fortunately  the  others  withdrew.  1-15  Inf 
continued  its  attack  to  the  north  re^iching  G031302  on  the 
3QRG0  PIAVE  -  CISTERNA  Road  where  it  was  attacked  by  tanks 
and  infantry  who  destrroyed  two  American  TD ' s  and  a  tank. 
This  assault  forced  1-15  Inf  to  withdraw  lOOOm  to  a  line 
G027275  -  G031275  and  digin. (S3) 

The  increased  use  of  German  armor  on  the  31st  v-jas  due 
to  the  arrival  of  units  from  the  26th  Panzer  Division. 


February  1944 


This  day  was  to  see  the  conclusion  of  the  'First  Battle 
of  CISTERNA  and  was  to  mark  the  limit  of  advance  of  the  3 ID 
until  23  May  1944.  By  the  end  of  the  day  the  division  and 
the  entire  VI  Corps  would  go  over  to  the  defensive.  The 
reason  was  twofold:  1)  Casualties  had  been  extremely  heavs 
in  the  first  11  days  of  the  campaign (84)  and  2)  General 
Clarke,  the  5th  Army  Commander,  was  now  aware  of  the 
impending  German  offensive*'  from  his  ULTRA  intelligence  and 
so  he  ordered  his  troops  to  dig  in. (85) 

On  the  division's  left  flank,  the  509th  Parachute  Bn 
remained  dugin  on  the  east  side  of  the  FOSSO  DI  CARANO  from 
the  CARANO  RJ  north  to  where  they  tied  ip  with  G/2-30  Inf 
vie  F964323.  ft  repel ed  a  platoon  sized  attack  at  2220 


hours 


G/2-30,  although  tied  in  with  the  509th  on  its  le-ft, 
could  not  establish  contact  with  2-7th  In-f  across  the  FOSSO 
DEL  MGLE  (FOSSO  PANE  E  VINQ)  on  its  right.  The  2d  Bn  (-G 
Co),  which  was  in  regimental  reserve  at  F949295,  was 
committed  in  the  afternoon  to  close  the  gap.  It  attacked 
north  up  both  sides  of  the  FOSSO  DEL  MOLE  starting  from 
F966293  and  was  able  make  contact  with  both  units. (86)  3-30 
Inf  remained  in  division  reserve  NE  of  CONCA. 


In  the  7th  Inf  sector,  contact  wa 
for  most  of  the  day.  The  unit  wa 

salient  vie  F990322.  It  remained 
absorbing  arti 1 lery ^and  repeated  ground 
arrived  71st  Infani^ry  Division  but  it  d 
the  evening  1-7  4Mas  relieved  by  2-7 
regimental  reserve.  When  relieved  th 
from  the  battalion  left  on-the  positi 
2—7.  the  1st  Bn  had  spent  the  day 

counterattacks  vie  F9a32.  3—7  Inf 

around  HILL  83  throughout  the  day. 


s  lost  with  1-7  Inf 
s  still  loacted  in  the 
in  position  all  •  day 
attacks  by  the  newly 
id  not  withdraw.  In 
and  moved  south  to  the 
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At  dawn  the  1-30  Inf  once  again  attempted  to  push  east 
on  the  CARANO  -  CISTERNA  Road.  At  0S3C>-  it  was  about  1500m 
from  Ci sterna  where  the  road  crosses  the  PANTANQ  DITCH  when 
a  10  minute  barrage  followed  by  a  battalion-sized,  tank 
reinforced  counterattack  struck.  l-.30th  moved  no  further 
forward  and  had  in  fact  reached  .the  limit  of  its  supporting 
artillery  fires.  l-30th  was  withdrawn  the  next  day  marking 
the  end  of  the  3 1,D  advance  in  this  sector  also.  (87) 
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2-15  Inf  which  had  advanced  the  farthest  north  on  the 
COr-JCA  CISTERNA  Road,  remained  pinned  down  all  day  vie 
G0231.  The  3d  Sn  which  had  attacked  NE  from  ISOLA  BELLA  the 
day  before,  continued  its  advance  from  6022296  at  0910 
hours.  The  battalion  was  unable  to  move  all  day  and  was 
counterat tacked  a  1855  by  a  German  company.  1-15  Inf 
attempted  to  sieze  the  RJ  at  G0352S7  at  1300  hours  but  was 
unable  to  advance  passed  G0332S3  where  the  Germans  held  a 
group  of  houses. (S3) 

The  504th  Parachute  Regiment  remained  dugin  along  the 
north  bank  of  the  MUSSOLINI  CANAL  from  Bridge  w5  to  the 
FOSSQ  CISTERNA  then  north  on  the  wqest  bank  of  that  stream. 

Although  the  American  attack  had  been  pushed  for  three 
days,  by  1  February  the  -German  commanders  still  considered 
their  main  line  of  resistance  intact  along  the  railroad 
bed. (89)  There  was  concern  in  the  I  Parachute  Corps  and  14th 
Army  Headquarters  over  the  losses  sustained  by  the  Hermann 
Goering  Fz  Division;  however  Field  Marshall  Kesselring 
continued  to  plan  for  his  copunterof f ensi ve  to  push  the 
Allies  into  the  sea.  The  offensive  was  postponed  two  weeks 
to  allow  the  units  to  recuperate  from  the  5,500  losses  they 
had  sustained,  but  the  German  commander  was  still  on  the 
offensive. (90) 


GICMIFICANCE  OF  THE  ACTION 


The  brittle  at  Anzio  was  almost  -f ore-ordai nod  whe»n  the 
GeJi-mans  made ,  the  decision  to  contest  the  Allied  advance  -from 

Naples  north  to  Rome.  The  geography  o-f  the  Italian  peninsula 

# 

dictated  an  amphibious  operation  to  preclude  slow  movement  and 
high  casualty  rates  in  an  overland  advance.  *  The  decision  to 
execute  Operation  Shingle  was"'  a  gamble  that  was  reached  in  an 
uncommon’  manner,  characterized  by  distrust  and  conflict  among 
the  allied  leaders.  The  United  States,  almost  -from  the  outset, 
was  planning  a  major  thrust  in  Europe  while  the  British  believed 
the  key  was  to  attack  the  Axis  powers  through  the  Mediterranean. 
Th";  Gr  i  t  i  srh  concept  was  to  fight  oo  both  the  Medi  terranean  and 


"  ..jSi  i.n  .'r-onl’.s  thoraby  ws5.ksr.ing  the  German's  ability  to' countEr 
a  cli.':5,ctic  Allied  invasion  in  Europe.  The  Allies  perceived  the 
Italian  campaign  as  a  stroke  to  drive  Italy  out  of  the  war  and 

force  the  withdrawl  of  German  troops, ’thus  providing  strategic 

•  • 

airfields  and  basds  from  which  to*  at\  ack  Greece  and  southern 
F.-anc-.  Nilh  the  surrender  of  Italy,  Hitler  had  no  thoughts  of 
c. e-vi"  nc  south  of  Rome  and  he  was  concerned  about  an  Allied 
•  - ohi hi ouE  invasion  that  would  cut  off  his  units  in  southern 


Italy.  The  German  strategic  objective  was  projected  as  a 
.-.i  1 1,  dr  awl  to  defensive,  positions  in  northern  Italy,  while  the 
Allied  abjective  was  to  bleed  the  strength  of  the  Germans  in 
preparation  for  a  European  invasion.  Thus  the  stage  was  set  for 
the  Salerno  invasion  and  the  subsequent  attack  at  Anzio.  The 
..lGi..aLe  of  the  Allied  advance  on  the  ground  dictated  a 
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'jUi  pt  i  sTte  afTiphibious  «^sscxult  at  Anzio  to  continuo  movament  toward 
iR  ofio  c  1  sar  objective,  the  capture  ot  F'lome,  directed  by 
Zi  aenl-iowor .  Alexander's  concept  o-f  the  mission  ot  the'  VI  Corps 
was  to  launch  a  seaborne  landing  at  Anzio  and  move  toward  the 
■  Alban  hills  in  support  o-f  the  5th  Army  advance  on  the  mainland. 
This  ,  he  believed,  would  insure  the  rapid  capture  o-f  Rome. 

The  primary  mission  of  Lucas'  corps  was  to  seize  and  secure 
a  beachead.  Clark  had  expected  nothing  more  and  he  believed 
that  i-f  the  situation  presented  itsel-f  Lucas,  could  make  the 
decision  whether  or  not  to  continue  the  attack  to  the  Alban 
hills.  Clark's  primary"  interest  was  the  securing  o-f  a  beachead. 
The  complexity  o-f  the  amphibious  assault  landing  is  astounding. 
Planning,  rehearsal,  and  execution  must  be  precise  and  encompass 
all  act  i'.iti  Sr'S  -from  training,  to  loading  sequentially  aboard  the 
snips,  to  attacking,  and  then  supporting  the  -fores.  The 
prepar  at  i  ons  proved  -fruit-ful  with  the  accompl  i  shment  a 
relatively  unopposed  landing  at  the  proper  locations,  on  time, 
and  with  complete  surprise.  The  Germans  had  not  detected  the 
preparation  nor  the  execution  o-f-  Operation  Shingle  prior  to  the 
laridino.  Py  midnight  o-f  the  -first  day,  with  907.  a-f  the 
:  sr  Hor.nol  and  equipment  ashore,  the  port  intact,  and  the 
beachead  secure  the  amphibious  assault  was  considered  a  success. 
■Clark'‘s  plan  to  solidify  the  Cassino  line  had  been  achieved  and 

as  a  bonus  the  German  reserves  from  Rome  had  been  committed. 

0 

Tlie  way  appeared  clear  for  Lucas  to  advance.  The  reaction  of 
the  Germans,  upon  learning  of  the  success  at  Anzio,  was  to 
reinforce  the  front  established  there.  During  the  following 

Luccts,  cautioned  by  Clark  to  remember  Salerno,  chose  not  to 
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ji'Xploit  the  successful  assault  but  rather  to  expand  the 
As  this  became  to  the  Germans,  it  became  a  matter  cf 
tine  to  see  who  could  prepare  an  cittack  first.  The'  ensuing 
attack  by  Lucas  on  29  January  was  stopped  short  of  its 
cbjectiv'e,  the  Alban  hills,  and  he  was  forced  to  remain  in  the 
beachead  area.  During  the  initial  days  ’  of  operation  the  port 

was  functioning  so  efficiently  as  to  be  ten  days  ahead  of  the 

% 

original  off-loading  schedule.  On  1  February  Clark  directed  a 
switch  to  a  defensive  posture  in  preparation  for  the  anticipated 
German  counterattacks. 

The  amphibious  assault  was  considered  a  success.  It  went 
as  planned  and  was  smooth  and  efficient  in* execution.  There 
Ksre  many  contributing  factors  to  this  successful  landing  such 
cs: 


1.  complete  ple^nning 

2.  no  significant  weather 

3.  landing  on  schedule  and  where  planned 

4.  no  significant  defensive  obstacles 

■V 

5.  complete  surprise 


AlthowOh  tactically  it  was  a  successful  landing  it  turned  out  to 
tc  a  di sappoi ntmc-nt  since  it  did  not  produce  the  anticipated 
results,  the  expeditious  cc^ptureVRome.  In  this  sense  it  may  be 
ccrvjii dcred  a  strategic  failure.  The  decision  of  the  ground 
coimmc^nder  not  to  reinforce  success  and  continue  the  attack  was 
to  determine  the  course  of  events  for  the  entire  operation. 
These  first  days  of  Operation  Shingle  proved  to  be  the  watershed 
fcr  its  subsequent  conduct  until  the  eventual  breakout  from'  the 
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The  cvction  &t  Ansio,  evaluated  -from  the  AkIb  point  oi  view, 
can  also  be  considered  a  failure.  The  Allies  attenipt  to  draw 
the  German  strength  away  from  Europe  was  successful.  Hitler 
.reacted  by  authorising  reinforcements  from  southern  France, 
Yugoslavia,  and  Germany  to  move  to  Italy  to  counter  the 
offensive.  He  expected  further,  attacks  on  his  southern  flank 
before  a  main  assault  in  France. 


LOI’G 


TSHI'l  SIGNIFICAl'ICE  OF  THE  ACTION 


Third  Infantry  Division's  (3ID)  contribution  to  Operation 
SHIiMLE  vas  i."portant  in  that  it  succeeded  in  conducting  a  delib¬ 
erate  amphibious  assault  that  conpletely  surprised  the  eneisy.  The 
division,  as  a  component  of  the  VI  Corps  fulfilled  the  first  half 
of  their  missipn.  General  Clark* s  Field  Order  Ifo.  5  to  VI  Corps 
was:  a,,  to  seize  and  secure  a  beachhead  in  the  vicinity  of  Anzio 
b.  advance  on  Colli  -Laziali.  -  How  VI 'Corps*  performance  at  Anzio.  '*.• 
impacted  on  the  long-term  objectives  of  either  the  Allies  or  the 
Axis  powers  depends  on  the  interpretation  of  success  in  the  execu¬ 
tion  of  part  **b**  of  the  mission,  (Phe  objective  was  to  cut  the 
enemy's  main  line  of  communications  in  the  Colli  Laziali^  an  area 
south  of  Rome,  and  threaten  the  rear  of  the  German  10th  A.rmy.  For 
the  3ID  this  meant  seizing  Highway  7  and  controlling  the  transpor¬ 
tation  hub  of  Ci sterna. 

Within  the  time  parameters  of  22  January  1944  through  1  Febru¬ 
ary  1944  it  can  only  be  said  that  the  tactical  amphibious  portion 
was  a  success  but  the  mission  in  total  was  a  failure,  Neither  3ID 

nor  any  element  of  VI  Corps  was  able  to  complete  the  mission.  Ul- 
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timately  SHINGLE  was  a  success  but  it  took  three  and'  one  half  more 
months  and  large  reinforcements  for  the  5th  US  Army  to  link  up 
with  VI  Corps,  The  "success”  was  aided  by  the  Anzio  second  front 
that  so  overtaxed  the  scarce,  German  resources  that  thier  interior 
lines  advantage  was  useless.  Anzio  was  just  far  enough  away  from 
the  Gustav  line  to  preclude  timely  shifting  of  forces  and,  the 
German  reserves  were  just  too  few.  SHINGLE  caused  a  total  of  12 
enemy  divisions  to  be  diverted,  of  which  no  less  than  seven  divisions 


were  always  opposing  VI  Corps.  These  German  divisions  were  vital 
strategic  reserve  forces  stripped  from  the  Balkans,  Southern  France, 
and  Northern  Italy.  Utilization  of  these  divisions  was  to  the  det¬ 
riment  of  the  war  effort  on  the  Gustav  Line,  the  Eastern  Front,  and 
the  home  land  defenses  to  counter  the  invasion  looming  from  across 
the  English  Channel. 

Germany's  effort  during  Anzio  was  a  catastrophic  strategic  J 
failure.  Tactically,  the  Germans  were  successful  in  most  engagements. 
In  Hitler's  eyes  Anzio  was  vital  to  retaining  Italy  through  which 
Germany  influenced  the  Mediterranean  Sea.  Additionally,  Italy  was 
a  "buffer  against  excursions  into  France  and  eventually  Germany. 

Anzio,  to  the  Germans,  was  a  decisive  battle.  The  same  can  not 
be  said  for  the  Allies — there  were  other  v;ays  of  gaining  access 
to  Southern  France (Operation  Anvil).  Hitler's  worst  fears  were 
realized  when  Germany  lost  the  Gustav  Line  and  the  Allied  forces 
linked  up.  The  efforts  to  keep  Anzio  isolated  cost  the  Germans 
50,000  men.  The  fall  of  Rome  was  a  morale  loss(the  first  Axis  capital 
to  fall)  that  coupled  with  Anzio  began  the  decline  from  which  Germany 
would  never  recover.  Operation  Overlord  and  the  Eastern  Front  battles 

m 

completed  the  fall  of  the  3rd  Reich. 

MILITARY  "LBSSCNS  LE/d^NED" 

A  number  of  lessons  relearned  can  be  gleaned  from  SHINGLE. 

•The  leader  ship  almost  caused  the  beachhead  to  be  the  largest  self- 
supporting  POW  camp  in  the  world  as  Axis  Sally  once  claimed.  At 
the  very  top  the  leadership  failed  in  a  major  duty  of  mission 
guidance.  General  Alexander's  orders  to  General  Clark  and  finally  to 


/cc 


General  Lucas  were  not  transmitted  faithfully.  General  Clark  v.as 
deliberately  vague  because  he  was  unsure  of  his  ability  to  link  up 
and  of  the  German’s  reaction  to  SHIKGL2,  Rather  than  being  vague 
due  to  contingincies  orders  roust  be  precise  to  preclude  erroneous 
interpretation.  Another  facet  of  the  leadership  bungles  v/as  the 
selection  of  the  VI  Corps  comroander.  By_  the  time  flag  rank  is 
achieved  .a  person  is  type  cast  and  a  known  quantity.  The  Allies 
got  just  'what  they  asked  for»an  experience,  norJionsense  commander 
who  put  together  the  amphibious  assault  in  weeks,  a  tremendous 
accomplishment.  Lucas'  style;  however,  was  not  the  aggressive 
"charge  the  hill"  soldier  necessary  for  the  subsequent  operations. 
Leadership  for  the  Germans  was  also  problematic  because  of  Hitler's 
penchant  for  managing  at  the  tactical  level  thereby  negating  the 
leadership  strengths  in  the  field.  Loctrinally,  the  German  ■ 
leaders  were  more  advanced  than  the  Allies. 

The  Germans  used  a  true  combined  arms  team  to  wage  war.  Their 
forces  used  the  Lufwaffe,  artillery, engineers,  airmor,  and  mechanized 
(panzer  grenadiers)  mix  to  good  advantage.  The  Allies  v/ere  still 
learning  about  CAS  and  never  used  combined  arras  on  the  scale  of  the 
Germans.  Too  often  Allied  tanks  were  in  an  infantry 'support  role 
exclusively. .  Operationally,  the  Germans  v/ere  excellent,  they 
systematically  searched  for  the  weakest  point  and  exploited  that 
situation  as  their  schv/erpunkt(main  effort)  with  the  heavy  mobile 
forces.  This  concept  required  flexible  command  and  capable  leaders, 
especially  the  junior  leaders.  Both  sides  had  th©:  capable  leaders, 
but  the  Allies  were  too  methodical  and  predictable  in  the  upper 
echelons~this  was  to  cost  them  a  number  of  opportunities,  bucas 
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could  have  at  least  secured  the  Cisterna  and  Conipoleone  transportation 
hubs  for  no  other  reason  than  to  clear  a  major  obstacle( the  Mussolini 
Canal)  and  to  control  major  avenues  of  approach  into  the  beachhead. 
This  missed  opportunityAwas  not  happening  exclusively  to  the  Allies, 
3ven  the  Germans  were  unable  to  always  capitalize  on  opportune 
events.  Limited  assets  lent  caution  to  any  action  that  was  not 
assured  of  success.  Additionally,  the  success  had  to  be  quick  because 
protracted  engagements  meant  pyrrhlc  victories  at  best. 

Air  support  was  problem  for  both  sides.  The  Lufwaffe  was  deci¬ 
mated  and  could  provide  only  marginal  pursuit  support,  supply,  and 
even  less  strategic  forces.  The  Allied  air  assets  were  numerous 
but  less  attuned  to  the  manuever  elements  plus  they  were  based  too 
far  away  to  provide  full  dayli^  service.  The  Germans  therefor  had 
a  two  hour  uncontested  v/indow  of  operations  at  sunrise  and  sunset. 

Both ‘Sides  had  difficulty  with  their  air  elements  in  the  air  inter¬ 
diction  missions.  Air  power  was  ineffective  in  isolating  the  beach¬ 
head  from  both  points  of  view.  The  same  could  be  said  of  the  air 
arms'  capability  to  halt  rear  area,  logistical  functions,  the  best 
results  were  mere  restrictions  in  traffic.  The  levels  of  BDA  claimed 
by  the  air  arms  were  never  realized.  Air  power  at  this  time  w-as 
purely  a  fair  weather  tool  and  the  reliance  on  air  assets  by  both 
sides  was  misplaced.  Tomorrow's  reliance  on  air  power  may  be 
.  simularly  misplaced  due  to  the  ADA  umbrella  of  the  Threat. 

•  A  good  deal  of  what  was  accomplished  at  Anzio  was  due  to  the 
corrective  actions  taken  on  the  Salerno  operations.  The  German 
reaction  plan  that  surprised  Lucas  with  its  swiftness  is  a  good 
example.  Field  Marshal  Eesselring  learned  to  use  the  highly  mobile 


and  well  armed  recon  elements  as  emergency  forces  until  the  heavy 
units  could  te  deployed.  Salerno  also  taught  the  Germans  to  defend 
in  depth  with  less  experienced  soldiers,  establish  a  mobile  reserve 
of  experienced  troops  that  is  sited  well  forward,  and  to  commit  the 
reserves  totally.  The  Allies  also  gained  enormous  amounts  of  exr 
perience  from  Salerno. ahd^Anzlo  that  was,  applied  to  Overlord.  Anzio 
taught  the  Allies  to:  provide  ample  landing  force  to  establish  the 
beachhead,  to  break  out  as  soon  as  possible  to  retain  the  initiative, 
that  envelopments  whether  seaborne  or  vertical  must  be  mutually 
supporting  in  their  effect  on  the  enemy(VI  Corps  was  too  far  from 
5th  US  Army).  The  successful  leader  then  and  now  must  respond  to 
change  and  adopt  those  methods  that  preclude  repetition  of  mistakes 
from  past  operations. 

That  need  to  capitalize  on  history's  lessons  is  no  less  iispor- 
tcnt  today.  Probably  the  most  improtant  aspect  to  learn  is  that  you 
must  icnow  your  enemy.  Kesselring  knew  lucas  to  be  cautious  and 
instead  of  falling  back  to  the  Alban  Hills  he  risked  moving  for¬ 
ward  and  dug  in  south  of  Cisterna  thereby  surprising  3ID  and  VI  Corps 
and  stopping  their  thrust.  Knowledge  of  Allied  operations  repeatedly 
allowed  the  Germans  to  use  mobile  forces  to  blunt  the  Allied  attacks. 
Knowledge  of  your  ovsti  capabilities  and  objectives  as  well  as  3^our 
Allies'  is  crucial. 

Operation  SHINGLE  was  a.  politically  contrived  battle  that 
force  fit  military  and  intelligence  considerations  instead  of  the 
reverse.  Feasibility  criteria  were  not  the  driving  factors.  For 
political  reasons  the  strategic  intelligence  from  the  British  was 
overly  optimistic.  Politics  aside,  the  intelligence  effort  was  poor. 


On  the  tactical  level  the  data  failed  to  reach  the  operators,  Lucas 
did  not  know  that  he  was  facing  two  less  divisions  than  forecast 
until  it  was  too  late.  In  another  inst^ce  of  intelligence  error 
air  recon  photographs  misinterpreted  brush  covered  tank  ditches  as 
hedges.  During  the  513)  attack  south  of  Ci-sterna  these  ditches  pre¬ 
vented  the  tanks  from  reaching  the  ambushed  Rangers — approximately 
770  men  were  lost.  The  point  is  that  there  were  problems  identified 
e^lier  with  the  quality  of  the  photographs,  sensitive  areas  such 
as  assault  routes, should  have  been  verified  with  ground  patrols. 
Intelligence,  regardless  of  the  source.  Allied  or  our  own  ,  must  be 
checked  for  accuracy.  This  will  be  even  more  crucial  for  tomorrow*  s 
war  because  of  our  inability  to  afford  battalion  sized  losses. 

In  the  tactical  sense  Anzio  teaches  the  dangers  of  using  a  light 
force(the  Rangers)  without  having  organic  anti-tank  weapons  when 
operating  in  a  mechanized  or  armor  envirorjnent,  71  Corps  also  had 
a  problem  in  that  it  was  an  inexperienced  force.  It  had  seen  a  11 5?$ 
turnover  of  lieutenants  since  Sicily,  The  Rangers  were  also  so., 
inexperienced  that  they  had  problems  with  night  operations  in  prac¬ 
tice  and  on  the  actual  operation. they  had  one  battalion  split  up-- 
they  too  had  lost  too  much  experience  in  casualties.  These  faults 
were  extremely  costly  later.  The  Germans  were  not  immune  to  these, 
problems.  The  great  bulk  of  the  troops  used  initially  to  block 
71  Corps  were  medical  cases  from  Rome,  reconstituting  units,  or 
newly  formed  units.  The  Germans  also  committed  an  inexperienced 
demonstration  regiment,  at  Hitler’s  insistence,  that  failed  miserably. 
As  always; training  and  experience  are  crucial  to  surviving  and  winning 
An  army  that  does  not  prepare  for  war  and  its  attrition  will  not 
survive,  let  alone  win. 


One  of  SHINGLE*  s  more  noteable  lessons  applicable  to  today  v;as 
the  effort  neccessary  to  make  a  joint,  international. and  service 
anphibious  operation  work.  The  forces  had  to  then,  as  we  must  new 
in  NATO,  learn  to  reconcile  differences  in',  language,  experience, 
doctrine,  tactics,  and  logistical  needs.  The  thorough  understarding 
Allies  and  sister: service  capabilities  is  essential.  During  the  next 
war  we  will  not  be  the  side  with  the  overwhelming  forces  and' logis¬ 
tical  system  that  will  allow  errors  of  the  magnitude  found  in  SHINGLE. 
If  a  conflict  odcurs  in  Europe  the  Soviets  will  have  the  interior 
lines  advantage  and  size  edge.  We  in  turn  will  be  like  the  Germans 
during  VWII.  They  were  severely  extended,  had  little  resells,  and 
had  Scani  room  for  error.  Those  tactics  used  by  Germany  of  infiltra¬ 
ting,  unit's  foiward,  preparations  throughout  the  enemy's  position, 
determining  the  weak  point,  and  exploiting  that  situation  with  a 
strong  motile  force  from  positions  well  forward  seem  .to  be  much  alike 
our  modem  !*win’*... doctrine. 

Fight  outnumbered  and  win!  This  could  well  have  been  the  phrase 
used  in  VWII  by  the  German  Array  Staff,  Anzio  contributed  little  that 

was  wholly  new  in  the  field  of  railAtary  knowledge.  The  principles 

^  • 

of  war  still  apply.  V/e  will  fight  by  coordinating  our  efforts  to 
capitalize  on  strengths  and  minimize  w'eaknesses.  Application  of 
these  timeless  concepts  is  where  Anzio’ s  operations  fell  short 
tactically.  Operation  SKIKGLE  also  erred  in  the  strategic  arena 
by  overestimating  the  effect  that  the  landings  would  have  on 
German  High  Command  and  by  underestimating  the  German  capacity 
and  resolve  to  counter  their  operations.  The  lesson  is  to  learn 
from  history  and  to  know  your  enemy. 
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